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United States can be. The settlement of the 
State is the primary object of both. I would be 
yery glad to give = to every actual settler a 

uarter section of land, and yield all claim to the 
i per cent. fund, because the State would receive 
an immediate and great benefit, and the more the 
United States reduce the prices of their lands on 
sale, the more immediately and rapidly is the State 
benefited. But. what we are talking about in 
this proposition is reserving land from sale en- 
tirely and in perpetuity, and refusing to allow the 
five per cent. 

This is called now an outrageous proposition; 
and, in order to make it outrageous, the Senator 
from Georgia has to fix on the new States that prop- 
osition which the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr 
BropHeap] boasted the old States had forced on 
us, by which he said the old States had got indi- 
rectly their share in the distribution of the public 
lands. He called on Senators over and over again 
to vote for his bounty land law, because it was an 


indirect distribution of the public lands among | 


the States. We cannot have the five per cent. on 
reservations permanently made; and the Senator 
from Georgia, in order to make out this proposi- 
tion to be monstrous, charges the new States with 
that scheme, though they resisted it to the death, 
and resisted it all the time. In order to excuse 
those who went for’ it, the President among the 
rest, I repeat—and I intend to repeat itas often as 
I get the opportunity—they put it on the ground 
that there was a consideration for it—that it was 
not a donation, that it was a disposition of the 
lands by a sale—that you had got an equivalent 
out of those who served their country, although 


you were not only giving lands to him who served | 


and fought, but to him who ran away ,—all got it. 
You said you had received your consideration for 
it. You said it was constitutional for that reason, 
but Would be utterly unconstitutional on any other 
ground. Yet, when you want to make out an 
argument against the land States, you turn round 
and tell us it is a gift! These gentlemen must 
hang up their argument on one horn of the dilemma 
or the other. Bither their bounty land was fora 
consideration, or, according to their doctrine, it 
was unconstitutional—one of the two. 

I do not like this see-saw argument that meets 
us here at every step. After taking our land 
under the bounty land law, and putting it into 
the hands of speculators; and in the next place, 
after insisting on keeping Indians on the land per- 
manently, you turn round and tell us we have 
had a benefit by the bounty land law! It is de- 
structive tousin both ways. This proposition does 
not involve the question of bounty land at all; it 
simply applies to permanent Indian reservations. 
But will you tell me that, when the United States 
put it out of their power to sell their lands b 
making Indian reservations permanent, that it is 
not equivalenttoa sale? Why, sir, do the United 
States hold the power, under the compact, to turn 
round and say the land shall be kept out of the 
market forever? Does anybody pretend that! 
Gentlemen must pretend that, gn they must sat- 
isfy the country that it is a right pretension, or 
else we cannot maintain their argument. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I merely want 
toask two Sorters in regard to this bill. Ifevery 
act of legislation before the Senate, which is as 
much entitled to go on an appropriation bill as 
this is, should be sought to be put upon it, and if 
all the debates which might legitimately arise on 
such acts are to be had on this amendment, how 
long will it take us to get through with this bill? 

ill it be possible for us to get through with it 
by Monday? Suppose we take all the bills before 
the Senate, and which are as much entitled to be 
put on an appropriation bill as this one, and offer 
them as amendments, and debate them to the 
extent to which the merits of the question may 
entitle them, is it not manifest that we cannot pass 
the appropriation bills and close the session at the 
ume we have appointed? The only chance to get 
through with the business is for the Senate to 
vote down all such propositions, whether they 
are meritorious or not. I have not time to inves- 
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| from here as not appropriate to this bill. 
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tigate this question, which is a new one to me, 
on an appropriation bill; but I should vote it away 
if we 
only treat similar amendments in this way we 
shall get along; otherwise, I do not know where 
this billis toend. The only means to terminate 
it will be to wear down the patience and physical 


strength of the Senate, so that they will vote for 


_of the Committee on 


anything rather than be kept here any longer. 
These are the only means which are left us, unless 
the Senate will exercise some discretion in regard 
to this legislation. : 

Mr. BROWN. I wish the vigilant chairman 
Finance had raised this 


| question a little earlier on other matters which 
| have gone on the bill. 


Mr. HUNTER. Did I not raise the question 
on the California war debt amendment and others? 
I was not sustained by the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator raised it very 
feebly, with none of his earnest appeals to vote 
down the measure because there was no time to 
consider it. How long do Senators desire to con- 
sider a measure after it has been here on a report 


| of acommittee for months, and passed the Senate ? 
| The same bill passed the Senate last session, and 


| time and again. 


Why, sir, we might not do any- 


| thing if we were to wait until every Senator ex- 
| amined every measure and decided whether it 


| one. 





sg 


was right or not. I know this amendment is as 
legitimate to this bill as other propositions which 
have been inserted in the bill. It isnot a private 
claim, but the claim of a State, and a meritorious 
I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is not my habit to detain 
the Senate on appropriation bills, and I will not 
detain the Senate more than a very few moments 
on this question. It has been denounced by the 


| Senator from Georgia as an iniquitous and unjust 


| claim. 


| ever 


If I had time to investigate this subject 
and bring it to the attention of the Senate, I think 
1 could show, beyond the possibility of doubt, to 
man who has not already made up his 
mind, that if there be injustice done anywhere, it 
has been on the part of the Federal Government, 
and that there is no injustice in this claim. 

I will not detain the Senate by going into an 


| argument, but I will simply call attention to the 


facts of this case. As has already been stated by 
the Senator from Michigan, when the State of 
Mississippi came into the Federal Union, it was 
agreed, in the compact between her and the United 


| States, that the State would never tax any por- 


tion of the lands of the United States so long as 
the lands belonged to the United States. ‘The 
United States then owned all the lands except that | 
portion occupied by the Indians, who had the usu- 
fruct and were allowed to occupy the land as long 
as the Government thought proper—the Federal 


| Government binding itself, whenever it could be 


| has given these lands to the Indians. 


properl done, to extinguish the Indian title. 
The Senator from Georgia is wholly mistaken 

in his supposition ‘that the Federal Government | 

We have | 


‘not given them to the Indians, but sold them to 


| Government made a contract with the 


the Indians for a consideration—a consideration 
equal to what the State of Mississippi seeks now 
to charge the Federal Government with. By treaty | 
with the Indians it was agreed to buy from them 
their right to ths occupancy of such portions as | 
they chose to abandon. In vidlation of the com- 
pact with the State of Mississippi, the Federal 
Indians 
that they might take a fee-simple title to certain 
portions of land, which the Federal Government | 
was bound to extinguish and sell. Thatis nota 
sale for dollars and cents; but if the Indians had 
not received that land in lieu of dollars and cents, | 
the Federal Government would have had to pay | 
them dollars and cents for further reservations. 
They satisfied them by conveying to the Indians | 
a fee-simple title. 
The Government was bound to extinguish the 
Indian title, and bound by compact to pay five per | 


| cent. of the proceeds of the lands as a considera- 


| tion to the 


tate for never taxing the lands while | 
she held the title, and as an inducement to | 
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purchasers not to tax them for five years after the 
Government sale. The Government has parted 
with the fee-simple of the lands she then held, 
for a consideration. We cannot ascertain the 
precise value of the land, but assume it at $1 25 
an acre. The Indians sold the land for more than 
that amount. It was worth more. 

These are the whole facts of the case. We are 
merely asking the Government to comply with 
its contract; and every man who votes against it 
votes for the repudiation of the contract of the 
Federal Government; it is nothing less, The 
Senator from Georgia may denounce the prop- 
osition as unjust, but, in my humble judgment, 
it is exactly the contrary. [ do not speak as he 
does, and say the thing is so, or not so; I only 
give my opinion. My declaration does not make 
it more true than the gentleman assuming on the 
other side that the State of Mississippi is asking 
that to which she is not entitled. If she is not 
entitled to it by her compact with the Federal 
Government, she does not want it, or ask it at the 
hands of this Government. If she is entitled to it, 
and has been kept out of it fifteen or twenty years, 
she asks for itnow. Gentlemen may think it is 
not proper, on this bill, to provide for paying the 
debts of the Government; but I suppose it is 
always proper, on theappropriation bills, to pre- 
vide for paying the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from Michigan 
set out with the declaration that he would show 
me that my facts and arguments were wrong, and 
not tenable. I do not know that we differ ina 
single fact. I say the construction of this clause 
of the compact with the new States, as applied 
to every one of them, from Ohio down to the last, 
has been uniform and consistent for fifty years. 
‘The interpretation has been, that, on the proceeds 
of all lands sold, the new States were entitled to 


| five per cent.; but we have never regarded the 


giving away of lands as a sale. This proposi- 
tion, in my opinion, has not a leg to stand upon, 
except the unjust cupidity of the new States who 
claim it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I should be very glad to 
have more time to understand this proposition. 
From what I have heard in regard to it, it does 
not strike me unfavorably. We have heretofore 
passed a law in favor of. Alabama, and it is pro- 
posed to extend the same pfovisions to other 
States. There is assuredly good reason for it, 
unless there was something wrong in the Ala- 
bama act. I concur with the views expressed b 
the honorable Senator from Virginia; it is a dith- 
cult thing to understand this amendment in all 
its bearings on the short notice giventous. I 
find, however, from the brief examination I have 
been able to give the subject, that this amendment 
proposes to extend to Mississippi the same been 
efits and advantages which were conferred on the 
State of Alabama by an act approved March 2, 
1855. If what is contained in that law be right, 
| certainly stand willing to grant to Mississippi 
everything that has been granted to Alabama; 
but, on the brief examination that I have been 
able to give to the subject, I do not feel sure that 
that was right. I know not under what circum- 
stances that act passed. The whole question is, 
what were the terms under which five per cent. 
of the net proceeds of the public lands was re- 
served to the new States? The provision has not 
been read. I will take the case of Alabama for 
instance, (and I believe the same language is used 


| in all,) and yead the provision in the Alabama 


act: 

“That five per cent. of the net proceeds of the lands 
lying within the said Territory, and which shall be sold by 
Congress from and after the Ist day of December, 1819, 
after deducting the expenses incident to such sale, shall 
be reserved, three fifths for making public roads and canals 
in said State. under the direction of the Legislature thereof, 
and two fifths for making a road or roads leading to said 
State, under the direction of Congress.” 


The only question which strikes me as arisin 
‘here is, are these grants, if you please to cal 
them so, or these cessions, which bave been re- 
ferred to, adequate sales within the meaning of 
this clause of the act? I will take the ease now 
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of a treaty between the Indians and the United 
States. The Indians have, by our acknowledg- 
ment, a right of possession—a right of occupancy 
in the soil, and we have the right of extinguish- 
ing that title. The Indians hold the right of oc- 
eupancy, which ean be sold to, and extinguished 
by, the United States, until the United States take 
jt into their possession. In making treaties, we 


very often give to the heads of the tribes a sec- * 


tion of land, sometimes, very rarely, in perpetuity ; 
but most usually the whole title the Indian gets 
is the same title he had before—he retains the 
right of occupancy. Now, would you, as a law- 
rer, call that a ile by the United States to the 
Indians? I think not, ‘That strikes me so now; 
but I will not be sure of it, because I see gentle- 
men, for whose opinions I have great regard, think 
otherwise, and therefore | would like to have 
more time to look into the question. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will say, by the permission 
of the gentleman, that by a treaty with the Chick- 
asaw Indians, in regard to the greater portion of 
the land covered by this amendment, it was pro- 
vided that certain heads of families should take 
reservations in fee, and the rest of the land shéuld 
be sold by the Government for the benefit of the 
Indians. The lands were sold, and the proceeds 
applied to the benefit of the Indian nation. ‘The 
Government never gave one cent to the State on 
these lands. The Indians took, as a considera- 
tion for the extinguishment of their usufruct, the 
proceeds of their lands; and there were large 
reservations they received which were never 
sold. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now,I ask my friend if he 
would strictly hold that as the sale of a fee-simple 
interest? It would appear, in that case, the In- 
dian had, when the treaty was made, a title to the 
usufruct. Hegets what? Heretains the old title 
—that has never been divested from him—and 
he gets a new one—that is to say, the same title 
the United States would have got, if they had ex- 
tinguished it. Now, if we say the States are en- 
titled to five per cent. on the proceeds of that land, 
it appears to me it would be a percentage on the 
proceeds of land never sold. The claim is to 
treat this as a sale by construction, and take five 
percent. onit. It appears to me that the original 
meaning of the compact was, that where there 
was a bona fide sale the new States should have 
five per ceut..on the proceeds; and that, if it was 
anything short of what could be fairly, tech- 
nically, and honorably called a sale, it would be 
dealing hardly on the part of the new States by 
the Union, of which they area portion, to require 
five per centum of the value of those lands, which 
must be ascertained, not by looking at the actual 
proceeds, but by an arbitrary appraisement in 
some other way. The subject is novel to me. 
I should be glad to take some time to think of it, 
but, as it is, 1 am inclined against the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASS. I shall vote against the amend- 
ment, but not at all on account of the principle; 
I shall not touch that. I think there is a great 
deal of justice in what has been said by the hon- 
orable Senator from Mississippi and my col- 
league; but, I repeat, [ shall vote against the 
amendment, simply on the ground correctly stated 
by the honorable Senator from Virginia: we do 
not know where it will lead us, and it has no busi- 
ness on this bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 30; av follows: 


| 
YEAS— Messrs. Adams, Brown, Clay, Harlan, Jones of 


‘Towa, Pugh, Sebastian, Stuart, Trumbull, Weller, Wright, 


and Yulee—12. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Durkee, 
Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, 


Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Seward, Slaicl!, Thomson of | 


New Jersey. Toombs, Wade, and Wilson—30. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BAYARD. 1 ask the Senate now. to take 
a vote on the amendment which was pending at 
the time of the recess. I have no desire to con- 
tinue the discussion. 

Mr. BROWN. I give notice that I mean to 
discuss that amendment, and every one that comes 


up, 

"The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Weuuer.) 
The question pending at the time the Senate took 
a recess was on the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware, to insert: 
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For continuing the construction of the new dome, ! 


#100,000. 


Mr. BROWN. 


and asks for justice, itis to be cried down, as 


my State has been, on the plea that it is out of | 
position, and that there is no time to consider it, | 


and matters of this kind are to be brought in, 
and all other matters, | at least will take time to 
discuss them as long as | choose. 

So far as this work is concerned, lam opposed 
toit. Iam opposed to itin good faith, and mean 
to vote against it here and in any other position 
in which it may be presented to the Senate, In 
the first place, it was commenced without any 
estimate from any department of the Government, 
without.any report from any committee, without 
any known plan upon which we were to proceed, 
but upen a simple clause of two or three lines 
in an appropriation bill appropriating $100,000 
towards the erection of a new dome for the Cap- 
itol. There was, I say, no plan. There was, I 


know, a drawing by an architect, or somebody || 


else, which was never even adopted by a com- 
mittee—which was never submitted to the Pres- 
ident, or anybody else, for his approval. It was 
exhibited in a committee room; and a member of 
that committee, then a Representative from the 
State of Kentucky—I mean Mr, R. 1. Stanton— 
thought well of it; and upon his own respons- 
ibility, as he stated in the debates, moved the 
amendment. The record shows that the vote 
stood in the Hlouse, on a division, 70 for it, and 
70 against it, and the chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole gave the casting vote for it, and 
thus the measure was passed through the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Whenit got into the House 
there was a sort of hurly-burly raised, and I 
understand it was passed into the bill with a great 
many otheramendments. In the Senate it passed 
without consideration. Thus the $100,000 was 
put into an appropriation bill last year. 

| have said there was no drawing, no estimate, 
no specification which was prepared by authority, 
or approved by any one who had authority to 
approve it. ‘The law did not authorize anybody 
toexamine it; the law did not authorize anybody 
to,approve it. The work was commenced with- 
outa plan, and it has progressed from that time 
till now without any plan which anybody has 
approved who was authorized to approve. The 
plan upon which the work is now going on is 
not, as | understand, according to the original 
drawing—not according to the drawing on which 
Mr. Stanton asked for the appropriation of 
$100,000, which was thus loosely given. Accord- 
ing to that plan, | understand some few hundred 

_ thousand dollars--I believe $150,000 or $250,000 
—will be sufficient to complete the work. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to say when such a statement was made? 

Mr. BROWN. What statement? 

Mr. BAYARD. That $150,000 or $250,000 
would be sufficient to complete the work. I never 
heard of it before. . 

Mr. BROWN. I have here a letter from Cap- 
tain Meigs, addressed to me, containing this para- 

| graph: 
‘For the estimates for the dome, T am in no way re- 
sponsible, as you will be aware if. you read the correspond- 
ence on that subject between the Committee of Ways and 
Means and the Secretary of War lately printed by the House, 
| (Miscellaneous Doc. No. 65.) Mr. Stanton, of Kentucky, 
| of the last House, moved the appropriation of $100,000 for 

the dome, and informed the bite that it could be built 
| during the recess. From this, the House had a right to infer 
| that it could be built for $100,000.” 

This declaration comes from the engineer in 

, charge. If there was any information anywhere 
that Congress calculated in the beginning ona 
larger septopeauon than $100,000, i want the 
| friends of the measure to come forward and show 
where it exists. The gentleman who introduced 

_ the item into the appropriation bill did so on his 
| own responsibility; and the engineer says Con- 
_ gress had aright to infer from his declaration that 
, the work could be done for $100,000. Now we are 
‘asked to follow out a scheme which is to cost us 
/a million and a quarter of dollars—perhaps more; 
certainly as much as that. Before we do it, we 
_ought to have some plan adopted, and approved 
by somebody authorized to approve it. ‘To ex- 
pend a million and a quarter of dgiJars in this 
way, without having started upon any given plan, 
without having had any plan submitted to us 

| which we ourselves have approved, or which any 


If, when a State comes here | 


August 15, 


committee of the Senate has approved, or whic 
he} 
any department of the Government has approved. 
or which is of any authority, is, I think, at {), 
very least, an extravagant way of spending the 
public money. = 
I am amazed that gentlemen who, but fy, 
minutes ago, were so cautious of the Welfare of 
the Treasury that they could not pay an hones 
debt due to a State of this Union, should hyp . 
ready to commence an expenditure of $1,256 0%, 
without any ped, without any specification, 
| on a simple drawing, submitted here without ay. 
_ thority from any quarter. Why was not this gy}. 
| ject submitted to a committee in the early part o 
the session? Why has nota committee reported 
some plan on which we are to proceed? Why 
was not this done at a sufficiently early day for 
each of us to examine it, and disapprove or ap. 
prove it for himself? Are we to go on and expenq 
| $1,250,000, on a mere drawing submitted bya per- 
son having no authority to prepare it, and hayine 
no authority to submit it—approved by nobody 
_—simply because the thing af sa to look well 
on paper? Who has examined it in detail that js 
competent toexamine it? Whois to be respons. 
ible for it? Are we to goon and make this yas: 
outlay of money without knowing what we arp 
|, doing, without acting on any information ypoy 
|| which we can rely, but on mere loose, vague, and 
| indefinite statements ? 
| The Secretary of War tells us plumply and 
|| plainly, in his official communications, that by 
| repudiates all responsibility for this thing. The 
| engineer in charge of the Capitol repudiates qj) 
| responsibility for it. No committee of the Senate 
_assumes the responsibility; no member of the 
body assumes the responsibility; for even the 
| Senator from Delaware, who moves the amend. 
| ment, says he does it, and justifies himself on the 
| ground that the work is now in an unfinished and 
| unseemly condition. The old dome has been torn 
down, and he thinks something must be done, 
Of course, something must be done; but befor 
| we do it let us know upon what plan we are act- 
ing; what we are going to accomplish; what sort 
of a dome we are going to build; and let ys have 
|| that accurate information in regard to Mich 
will enable us to act intelligibly. I shall expect 
| that the guardians of the Treasury, especially 
the gentleman from Georgia, who is so much 
alarmed for fear money will be paid out of the 
Treasury in a hasty way, will wake up again on 
this subject, and be watchful of the interests of 
| the Treasury on this question as they were a littl 
while ago.. Iask my friend from Georgia to come 
to the rescue again. Here is one and a quarter 
million of the public money going out for a dome 
| without any plans 
Mr. TOOMBS. I am for that decidedly. 
Mr. BROWN. Are you for the dome? 
Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BROWN. That is about what | expected 


but 





| 


|[Laughter.] A State comes here and asks jus 


tice, and cannotget it. She asked to have acoti- 

pact executed between her and the Gener! 

Government in good faith, and we have an out 

cry; Senators say it is an extravagant and mon- 

strous waste of the public money.. The chair- 

'man of the Committee on Finance sees great 

wrong in it. He becomes exceedingly wateliful. 

| He says, let us not crowd these matters on appr’- 
priation bills; there are a hundred bills whic! 
| might be as appropriately moved as amendments, 

(says the Senator from Virginia,) but he sees 1° 

wrong in this. 

| Mr. HUNTER. How can the Senator say % 

| when I was the first to oppose it? 

Mr. BROWN. I know that; but the Senator 
has two ways of opposing a measure, Whenli 
opposes my State, he opposes it witha vim, wi 
earnestness. When he opposes certain interes’s 
that he wants to put down, he opposes them °° 
as to put them down; but certain other things !« 
opposes pro forma, and gets up and says, 48 he 
is in duty bound to do, ‘* Mr. President, I thins 
that thing ought not to be done;”’ but he says" 
in such a way that he seems to invite the Sens" 
todo it. A little of the eloquence of the Senate’, 
a little of the outcry which he raised against ™) 
State, would arrest this and other appropriatio” 
on this bill. If the Senator had been half % 
earnest yesterday, in opposition to the Califor 
nia business, as he was to-night in opposition 

'to my amendment, your proposition, sir, (Mr. 
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WELLER in the chair,) would have coms where 


mine 1s now sleeping—1 n the tomb of the apulets. 

[ shall have something more to say on this 
proposition after a while, if the discussion is kept 
up. Just now { am‘willing to let it go on; but 
| give notice that from this time onward I am 


soing to play the watch-dog, and if the Senator 


fron | , m 
ments on this bill, L will do it myself. I mean, 


from this time forward, to see that the same jus- 
tice is meted out to the other States as to mine. 
Mr. BAYARD. I do not mean to continue 
the discussion; but I wish simply to say, that I 
do not see the connection between the amendment 
just rejected, and the one now before the Senate. 


, Virginia does not watch off improper amend- | 
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ting up a new one, that does not alterthe matter. 


‘Unless the personal feelings of the Senator from | 


Mississippi connect them, they can have no con- 
nection. 
proposition. 
the slightest degree, other than to perform my 
public duty. : + 

The dome is down. The honorable Senator 
tells us there were certain formalities not followed 
in the action of Congress. Congress chose, by 
its will, 1 care not how, to make an appropria- 
tion, under which the dome is down. The Capitol 
is without a dome. 


| have no personal interest in either | 
I take no interest in this matter in | 


Does the honorable Senator | 


mean to letitremainasitis? Hesays some artist | 


—somebody—has designed a dome. The.very 
paper from which he reads shows to him what I 
stated before, that this dome has been the study 
of years on the part of the architect of the public 
buildings, a gentleman of high and distinguished 
genius in his profession. It further shows that 
this design has been revised since the action of 
Congress which authorized the construction of a 
new dome, by the constructing engineer who has 
charge of the work. They have modified the 
proportions of the dome slightly, so as to render 
it, as they think, perfectly applicable to the 
building. The only question is, whether you 
want further information. From whom? Is it 
from the crude taste of members of Congress? I 
do not know what other gentlemen may think of 
their own taste, but I should consider it greatly 
presumptuous on my part, to set up mine against 
men who, by study and education, have trained 
themselves to 4 perfect knowledge of architecture, 


and are able to form a much better opinion of | 


what is an appropriate dome for this structure 
than | can possibly be. I may judge, from look- 
ing at the plan, and from the elevation protracted 
on the drawing, whether it pleases my eye or 
not. If I thought anything was objectionable, 
they might explain that to me; or if lL could not 
understand it, | should be perfectly willing to 
give way to the judgment of those better in- 
structed thanmyself. Unless the honorable Sen- 
ator has some better plan to propose for putting 
adome on the Capitol, or unless we mean to 
leave it in its present condition, | see no reason 
why we should not make this appropriation. 

Do you mean to remove your public architect? 
Do you mean to intrust the design for a dome to 
other hands? Do you mean to consult congres- 
sional differences of taste as to what is a proper 
dome for the Capitol of the United States? If 
you do not mean to do these things, how do you 
stand? At the last session, Congress authorized 
the commencement of the work. Call it hasty 


It must be put up, unless you disfigure the Cap- 
itol. I must say, for my own part, that I had 
no doubt the cost of the construction of a new 
dome would exceed the original appropriation. 
The estimate is nearly one million dollars, not 
one hundred thousand dollars, as the Senator 
says. The estimate | have seen is nine hundred 
thousand dollars The architect sends in an 
exact estimate, coming down tothe cents. But, 
if it were one million two hundred and fifty.thou- 
sand dollars, and the question stood on my vote, 
whether the old dome, which was so perfect an 
abortion, even on the old Capitol, and so per- 
fectly unfitted for the dignity aud character of 
the building as extended, should be taken down 
and a new dome put up for one million two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, [ should not 
hesitate fora moment. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I wish to say one word 
in regard to the last point made by the Senator 
from Delaware. He undertakes to say that we 


must have some dome; that the old one has been 


| taken down, and that it becomes us to put up 
| some kind of structure in its place. 1 deny that. 
| It is not according to just architectural taste to 


have any dome on this building at all. There are 
certain buildings that look better to the eye with- 
out adome than with one. Would you put a 
dome on the Patent Office building, which is one 
of the finest edifices in the world? Does not the 
Patent Office look well enough without a dome? 
I say that this building, large and beautiful as it 


| is, will only be marred by having a dome. I 


repeat, it is contrary to just architectural taste to 
haye anything more than the original dome which 
was designed at the time when the Capitol was 
originally planned. That will cost but a very 
small sum, and will not take $50,000 to put it up. 
I was opposed to the extension of the Capitol. 
L believed that this Capitol was large enough as 
it stood for all constitutional legislation. If, how- 


| ever, the States are to become mere corporations, 
| dependent on the Federal Government for sup- 


legislation if you will; I have nothing to do with | 
that. You may say that Congress did wrong; || 


that they ought not to have made the original 
appropriation without full estimates and all the 
formalities; but one thing is certain—they had a 
design before them; they knew it; it was familiar 
to almost everyman who had any connection with 
the public buildings, or took any care to inquire 
about them. 
the architect for certainly a year, or a year anda 
half, to my knowledge. It has been slightly 
varied since the ftrst appropriation, but the gen- 
eral design remains the same. The extent of 
the alteration has been very slight. 

I have confidence in the genius and taste of the 
architect. As far as my own uninstructed taste 
can go, | think that, as protracted on the drawing, 
the dome is appropriate to the proportions of the 
building, . I see no reason for delay. We have 
the tesumony of the engineer in charge of the 
construction, that it is an economical mode of 
constructing adome. If Congress chose to pass 


@8 appropriation for tearing down the old dome || its adaptations. 


The design has been in the room of | 


i 
} 
} 
} 
} 
} 


4 tional legislation ? 





ort 


Mr. BAYARD. Will the honorable Senator 


| allow me to ask whether it requires a larger 


building for unconstitutional than for constitu- 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Yes, sir; at does require 
a much larger building to accommodate all who 
come here to have extravagant and unconstitu- | 
tional legislation, than to carry on the Govern- 
ment according to the original design. 

Mr. SEWARD. lt seems to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that this is to be considered as a practical 
question, and that we shall not advance very far 
or very wisely Sn consideration of it, by going 
back to consider the errors or mistakes that Con- 


| gress may have made on the subject heretofore. 


it is in the nature of the most important business 
of society—that of government—that it shall be 
conducted with the least possible care. There is 


| not a town or district in any one of the States of 


this Union in which there is not more deliberation 
bestowed on the question of erecting a bridge, or 


| any county in which there is not more care be- 


, for ourselves. 


stowed by the municipal authorities on the ques- 
tion of erecting a court-house and on the manner 
in which it shall be done, than is possible, either 
in this Government, or in any other great national 
Government, in regard to the construction of a 
Capitol. We must take things just as we find 
them—that is, we who are here to-day must act 
We must remember that, if some 
of us were here before, the places in the other 
House, and a large number here, are occupied now 
by. gentlemen who were not here before. 

I, like the several Senators who have spoken, 


| regretted above all things the project of the ex- 


} 
{ 


| race. 


tension of this Capitol, not because I thought it 
large enough for all constitutional legislation—uot 
because | thoughtit was great enough for the Cap- 
itol of a great nation, but because it was the only 
perfect specimen of architecture, according to my 
poor, rude, uncultivated taste, which I had ever 
seen. Hours, I might almost say days, have I 
stood on the banks of the Potomac and looked on 
the Capitol.of my country as it displayed itself 
in its graceful proportions on this beautiful ter- 
lt was perfect in design, perfect in pro- 
ortion, perfect in embellishment, perfect in all 
It was the only structure I had | 
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wearing the appearance of having been toilfully 
erected from out of the ground by days’ labor, 
and with ponderous machinery, seemed to have 
been let down from the heavens above, and dropped 
upon this terrace; and I fancied that it could be 
drawn up by angelic hands and removed from 
our sight if we should prove ourselves anw orthy 
of the liberties of which it was at once.an emblem 
and a monument. 

Nevertheless, sir, when the proposition to en- 
large this structure was made, it was at a time 
wh®™ weak and idle and foolish men were talk- 
ing about the dissolution of this Union, as if it 
were a thing not merely possible, but a thing 
that was imminent, and a thing that was coming 
directly on. I seized upon the extension of the 
Capitol as one of the demonstrations that would 
be given by Congress to the country and to man- 
kind that this Union was not to be dissolved. . 
am now for going on with it, for the benefit of 
contuluing and renewing the demonstration to the 
country, if for no other reason, that this city of 
Washington is to remain the capital of a perpet- 
ual Union. I think the weak, the incredulous, 
and even the desponding, may take heartif they 
see the Conecress of the United States « xpending 
$2,000,000 to enlarge and complete the National 
Capitol, in this hour when these apprehensions 
are again renewed, and especially when it 1s 
associated with the fact that the two Houses of 
Congress are increasing their own emoluments 
for their own daily services here—a transaction, 
certainly, which may go forth to the world as 
showing that the Congress of the United States 
have no immediate expectation of a dissoluuion 
of the Union. 

And now, sir, to come to that practical ques- 
tion to which IL intended to call the attention of 
the Senate: it is just the question which has been 
raised by the honorable Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania with his usual directness. It is a question 
which has three branches—first, whether there 
shall be no dome at all; second, whether the old 
dome shall be reinstated; third, whether the dome 
which is now in process of erection shall be con- 
structed. The honorable Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania gives it as his opinion, as a matter of taste, 
that there shall be nodome at all. IL will submit 
that point without argument. We have the ex- 
hibition of the Capitol without a dome now, and 
who is there, except the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania, who is willing to sce it remain as 
itis? Nobody. The honorable Senator stands 
aione. Who is willing to have the old dome 
restored? That dome was adapted to a Capitol 
only one half in magnitude, one half in longi- 
tude, one half in dignity, one half in grandeur, 
of the proposed Capitol. Either that was a de- 
fective structure before, and inapplicable to the 
Capitol as it was, or else it is totally unsuited to 
the present one. Who will deny that it had per- 
fect adaptation then? It was the admiration of art- 
ists, of architects, throughout the world. Nobod 
took exception to it. Sol take it for oad. 


| that the old dome having been right for the old 


Capitol, the old dome is wrong for the new Cap- 
itol. That brings me to the question of the new 
dome for the new Capitol. 

It seems to me, as there is no alternative, it is 
settled that it must be this; and if any other per- 
son can project one that is better adapted in util- 
ity, or in taste, or in economy, let him offer the 
specification, and the architect willexamine it. If 
none such be offered, it seems to me to be a sim- 
ple duty to adopt the one that is before us. I 
stop one moment to take notice of the fact which 
is alleged, that Congress did not know what they 
were doing when the old dome was ordered tobe 
taken down. Why, sir, the plan of Mr. Walter 
was before the House of Representatives when 
the bill was passed appropriating the $100,000 10 
remove the old dome and erect a new one, and it 
was expressly referred to in the bill. Then that 
plan of Mr. Walter was before the House of Rep- 


| resentatives, and, as the Senate passed the same 


bill, it was before us. Although each of us, in- 
dividually, may plead that he did not know it, 
no one, with a justsense of responsibility, can 
disavow the fact, that we ail acted with knowl- 
adge—that there wasa plan which we adopted and 
sanctioned by reason of faith in the architect who 
devised it, or in the committee who recommended 
it, or on the judgment of the members of the two 


without knowing what they had to pay for put- |! ever seen made by human hands that, instead of || Houses of Congress who approved it, 
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has called on me, I believe, to vindicate my con- 


sistency, because I did not go for his amendment 


by rallying with him against this measure, and 
opposing this dome. He holds it to be very clear 


reasoning, that because I am opposed to his mea- | 
I can tell that Senator | 


sure | should oppose this. 
we do not understand consistency in the same 
way. Within the rules I have prescribed for 
myself | vote for what 1 approve, and against 
ot I disapprove. I disapproved his proposi- 
tion as being, in my judgment, wrong and tfhjust. 
I vote for this because I think it eminently proper 
and appropriate. ‘This is my explanation of ny 
consistency. 

Mr. MASON. Lamentirely uninformed about 
this dome; I have not read the documents; but I 
have heard that it will costa million of dollars, 
and I have heard again that it will cost one anda 
half millions of dollars. I do. not know what it 
wiil cost, but Ido know the common law,maxim 
that every man is to be trusted in his art. I 
know that the legislation of Congress has placed 
this subject in competent hands, and determined 
how the Capitol shall be built. I am prepared 
and willing to trust those hands. I know that, 
whether they expend one million of dollars or 
twenty million of dollars, the Constitution will 
sanction it. I know, also, that during the pres- 
ent session, in my judgment, we have corrup- 
tively and corruptingly lavished and wasted 
money on unconstitutional appropriations. 

Now it is perfectly immaterial to me, as far as 
the public money isconcerned, whether the object 


dollars. We had better dispose of it ten thou- 
sand times in that way than to give it to these 
lakes, and rivers, and ‘harbors, to corrupt the 
people where the money is to be expended. I 
take it for granted that the legislation of Con- 
= has deposited this matter in proper hands. 
do not know what sort of dome we are going 
to make, but | do know that we have the power 
to make the appropriation. I know the money 
is in the public Treasury; and I know, if it is not 
appropriated for public purposes, it will -be ap- 
propriated to corrupt the popular mind. I will 
vote for the appropriation, careless what it is. 

Mr. HALE. 1 do not propose to discuss this 
amendment, but I want to favor equality. The 
Senator from Virginia says he knows money has 
been corruptively appropriated this session. I 
disclaim any such knowledge. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator will allow me to 
interrupt him. The Senator from Virginia said 
no such thing. The Senator from Virginia did 
not say he knew the money had been corrupt- 
ively appropriated, but the Senator from Virginia 
said, that in his judgment money had been lav- 
ished during the present session for purposes 


unknown to the Constitution, and, therefore, cor- | 


~ and corruptively appropriated. 


fr. HALE. I accept the explanation; but the || 
Senator must have forgotten what he said, or a | 
gous many ears, with mine, misunderstood what | 


ne said. I have nothing further to say. 
Mr. MASON. I will twist my memory. 
Mr. HALE: And I will trust mine. 
Mr. BROWN. 

uments that I was right in what I said when I 

was first up. 1 have before me a letter of the 


Secretary of War, dated March 5, 1856. In that || 


letter he says: 


“This work was authorized by Congress upon plans | 
adopted by a committee without any consultation with this | 


Department.” 


Now, in so far as the Secretary says this plan 
was adopted on the report of a committee, he is 


mistaken, as the last paper in the same document || 
That pee makes an extract from the || 


shows. 
records of the House of Representatives: 

“Mr. Hovstron, chairman of Ways and Means, asked 
whether that motion came from any committee ? 

“ Mr. STanTen replied, ‘No, sir; [ offer it on my own 
responsibility. It comes recommended by no committee.’ ”’ 


i therefore hope that the mistake of the Sec- | 
retary will not weigh on the mind of any Senator | 
he record yin the first instance, | 

when I said this came from a solitary member of | 
the House, not recommended by any committee, | 
and not sanctioned by any department of the | 


here. I spoke byt 


Government. The Secretary continues: 
“ When preparing the last annual report, I endeavored 


te obtain an estimate of the cost of completing the work, | 


| gard to the documents. 


| the details, 
| variations of portions of the dome as first de- 
| signed, but its general appearance and structure 
| remain the same. 
_ he has done reading the rest, to be kind enough 
| to read the concluding opinion of the construct- 
| ing engineer, Captain Meigs. 
| he will have read, in my judgment, the whole | 
| state of the question. 


I want to show from the doc- | 


| tended to say that this wor 





|; mate made b 





Mr. TOOMBS. My friend from Mississippi | wut the plans and drawings were not so far advanced as to | 
| enable the engineer to furnish it.’ 


There, you see, long after the appropriation 


| was made, the plans and drawings were not ina 


sufficient state of forwardness to enable the Sec- 
retary of War to allude to the subject intelli- 
gibly. I was right, therefore, in saying that, in 
the Lesiesiing there was no plan. 


were before the House when this measure was 
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a for if they had been, there could not have | 


een such a want of them as the Secretary alludes 


to in this letter. 


Mr. SEWARD. 


the architect. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
sissippi allow me to explain? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think he is in error in re- 
The architect of the 
public buildings had designed this dome. The 
designs and plans were in his office, and were 
submitted in the House of Representatives. 
STanTon was familiar with them. 
who has charge of the building under the orders 
of the War Department had not, as they call 
it, studied out the detail, so as to enable him to 
make an estimate of the cost. That is the mean- 


| ing of his answer in the document referred to by 
costs one million of dollars or twenty million of | 


the Senator from Mississippi. The plan as 
adopted by Congress was the presentation of the 


model in wood, and also the drawing. Both were 


before the House, and could be seen by them. 


| They existed two years ago, and there were de- 


tailed drawings by the architect. The engineer 
had, up to that time, never studied out the details. 
Since this session of Congress commenced, he 


| has gone on with the work; but he had not, at 


the time when this report was made, studied out 
There have been, as I stated, slight 


I only ask the Senator, when 
If he reads that, 


Mr. BROWN. I was stating that the Secre- 


tary of War, as late as the 5th of March, 1856, || 


told Congress that, when he was preparing his 
last annual report in December, or January, when 


| you know the dome was bein& taken down, the 
| plans and drawings were not so far advanced as 


to enable the engineer to furnish the estimates, 
Then I say, on the face of that document, the 
work was commenced without any plan. What 
does he say further: 


‘** For the same reason the engineer is still unable to pre- | 


pare a reliable estimate ;— 

no reliable estimate was made up to the 5th of 
March, 1856; and yet, sir, the old dome had-been 
taken down— 


“‘but the architect, in his report herewith transmitted 
states that the cost will probably amount to $945,000.”? 


Gentlemen have spoken of this as an estimate. | 
It is a mere conjecture | 
No man of responsibility has pre- | 

I will be completed | 


I say it is no estimate. 
of the cost. 


for $945,000. The Secretary of War, in commu- 


nicating to Congress, says it is a conjectural esti- | 
Then what else do | 


the architect. 
we find in this document? Here is a letter from 
Captain Meigs himself, dated the 5th of March, 
1856, and addressed to the Secretary of War, in 


| which he says: 


* When requested by you, at the time of preparing the 


|| annual reporj, to submit an estimate of the total cost of the 


dome, I replied that, until the details of construction could 
be more fully worked out, so as to determine the quantity 


of materials to be used in it, any estimate which I could | 


make would only be conjectural, and I therefore preferred 
not then to submit a final estimate, the matter being of too 
great importance for a conjecture.”’ 

Now I ask again, whether we are going on to 
make appropriations upon plans which are loosely 
spoken of, and drawings that are put up here for 
us to look at, when even the engineer in charge 
of the work does not pretend te limit himself to 
$945,000? But, sir, according to the letter I first 


Will the honorable Senator 
| from Mississippi allow me to state to him my | 
| ground for that assertion? 
| itself, if I recollect it, makes the appropriation | 
for erecting the dome according to the plan of | 


It is, that the bill | 


Will the Senator from Mis- || 


Mr. | 


The engineer | 


| the Secretary 
he Senator | 
| from New York is mistaken, on the face of the | 
| document, when he says the plans and drawings | 


a 


August 16, 
j a 
| read, the work was authorized under the inne. 
| sa . Mpres. 
sion, derived from what had occurred, that th 
whole work was to cost $100,000. Then we hay, 
a conjectural estimate that it is to cost us $945 000 
Presently we shall see how likely that conject : 
is to be realized. ‘* The plan of the dome,” sar. 
of Wat, “ having been desiened e: 
Mr. Walter, and adopted by ongress,’? How 
the Secretary ever got it into his head that the 
lan was adopted by Congress I am ata loss t 
now. There, I think, he is mistaken aos; 
I am ata loss to know when Congress adoptsj 
| Mr. Walter’s plan for a dome, when [ read this 
document. I appeal now to the Senate to knoy 
whether, when this appropriation was made any 
one had heard anything of Mr. Walter’s play : 

Mr. JAMES. ‘I had heard of it; I had see, 
the plan. I had been advised of it as a membe 
of the Committee on Public Buildings, [| a». 
proved of it then, and I approve of it now, 

Mr. BROWN. That is one out of sixty-two 
Senators. Is there another? I am sure I heye; 
| heard of it. My understanding of the manner jy 
which this appropriation passed through the 
Senate is this: it came here in an appropriation 
bill at the last hours of the session, and it was 
| passed en masse with the rest of them. It was 
| never read in the Senate. No Senator was giyen 
to understand that any such thing was being done, 
| When the bill came back from the committee of 
_ conference, it came, as such reports generally do, 
speaking of amendments numbered 1, 5, 2), 95, 
‘}and so on, recommending that we concur jy 
| House amendments 1, 5, 15, 23, and disagree iy 

the rest. This was one of the fortunate amend. 

ments which happened to be numbered on the 
|right side for our approval, and we anproved it 
| without knowing a word aboutit, or ever hearing 
it read here. The Secretary of War says: 
| The plan of the dome having been designed by Mr, 
| Walter, and adopted by Congress without an estimate of 
| the engineer, without the recommendation—and, | may 
| add, without the concurrence—of this Department” ~ 
|| Now, I beg the attention of the honorable Sen. 
‘| ator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason.] He says he 
'| is sure this matter was put into competent hands. 
‘|, The Secretary of War tells us it was done by 
|, Congress without a recommendation, and without 
| the concurrence of the Department. 

—‘*the style, upon which will mainly depend the cost of 
|| the structure, must be better understood by the architect, 

' and such members of your committee as were in the last 

| Congress, than by myself.”? 

| ** Competent hands!’’ when the Secretary of 

| War tells you flat and plain that he knows nothing 
about it. He knows nothing about the cost, but 
‘tells you you must understand it better than he 
'does. Do you understand anything about it! 

The Secretary of War says he does not. The 
| Secretary of War says the Senator from Virginia 
/ understands it better than he does. I think the 

sum and substance are, as I have stated in the 
outset, that nobody understands it. 
|| Mr. MASON. If the Senator will allow m: 
for a moment, I will say that [ ventured to rely 
| on the maxim of common law; and the common 
law all lawyers know is the consummation of hu- 
/man wisdom. Cuilibet in arte sua credendum es. 
I took it for granted that the legislation of the 
country was founded in wisdom. I supposed the 
legislation of the country had given this matter 
the proper direction, and I relied on the maxim of 
common law to which I referred. 

Mr. BROWN. That was a violent presump- 
tion of the Senator, which, I think, he had no 
gcoe reason to indulge in, looking to the past 

istory of the country on this question of appr- 
priation; for he himself, in the speech which he 
made, called Congress to task for having made 
the most wasteful, and extravagant, and uncot- 
stitutional appropriations at this very sessi0). 


| 








If the legislation of Congress is not to be relied 
upon on the very matter of which the Senator 
was speaking, why rely on it in this matter ? 
Mr. MASON. Because it is conceded on 
hands that we have the constitutional right © 
build a Capitol and put a dome on it; and there- 
fore I presume this is not a doubtful matter. 
Mr. BROWN. With all due respect to ™Y 
friend from Virginia, that is begging the ques 
tion. Nobody contends that you have not the 
right to put a dome on the Capitol. Nobody pr’ 
tends, asa mere naked question of right, that you 
may not put one there of solid gold; but the que 
tion is, what ought you to do—not what you have 
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the power to do. Because you have the power 
wat a dome there, it does not follow that you 
: Pit to put up one that will cost a million anda 
en of dollars without a plan, and without 
i. one being responsible. The vottirat of 
War tells you that he does not know anything 
about it, and that he presumes Congress, having 
gsed the law, understands it. Congress was 
acting on its own intelligence, and therefore must 
take the responsibility. Now, let us pursue this 
subject a little further. The Secretary says: 

«This Department had no other means of judging how 
Congress intended the interior to be finished than by in- 
<pection of the plan designated in the act of appropriation. 
This exhibited a high order of architecture, and thus indi- 
cated an expensive style of interior finish. The cost would 
unquestionably be reduced by adopting a lower standard 
than that on which the architect made his estimate, and, 
on the other hand, it coald as certainly be magnified by a 
more ornate style of interior finish than was contemplated 
pyhim. This Department, therefore, can say no more than 
that the appropriations shall be expended in the most eco- 
nomical manner to secure whatever purpose Congress had, 
or may have, in reference to the dome, and, in the absence 
of more specific information, will take care to conform the 
interior (the details of which are not yet decided) as nearly 
as possible to the exterior, as shown in the plan which has 
been approved by Congress.” 

The Secretary still has that idea in his head, 
that there is some plan somewhere which Con- 
gress has approved. I 7. there is no such plan 
approved ot ee e speaks, too, of the 
purpose W 1ich Congress had or may have in 
view. If Congress had any special object in 
view, or has any now, I am at a loss to tell what 
it 18. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does my honorable friend 
from Mississippi hold that it is not sound policy 
to make appropriations for this dome, merely 
because there has not been some estimate? The 
old dome is down, and the question is, whether 
we shall allow it to remain in that condition until 
another session of Congress? Now, sir, my friend 
from Mississippi says there is no estimate. He 
admits the necessity of the dome. 

Mr. BROWN. No. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Would you suffer it to 
remain as it is now? 

Mr. BROWN. I would, until we adopt some 
proper plan. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now the building is liable 
to be injured by exposure to the weather. There 
isno roof on part of the building. It is a matter 
of indispensable necessity that something should 
be done. 

Now my friend from Mississippi wishes us to 
wait until there shall be a regular estimate made, 
and he and | and all the rest of us shall be satisfied 
with that estimate. Sir, I profess to be entirely 
incompetent to form a correct judgment on this 
question. I do not understand it; I am not a 
I do not know that we 

ave on the floor more than a single man who is 
an architect. The honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. James] is a practical architect, and 
he approves of this plan, and thinks it the best 
that could be possibly devised. Then, so far as 
professional knowledge is concerned, it is de- 
cidedly in favor of going on with the work. He 
approves it, and the rest of us do not pretend to 
understand the subject; those who are judges 
admire the plan. 

If we wait until the next session, it will take 
until the close of the session at any rate before 
Wwe can pass an appropriation bill for the purpose. 
We all know it will have to go in a general ap- 
propriation bill, probably on the last night of the 
session, the 3d of March. Now, sir, a great deal 
may be done between this and that period; a 
sreat deal ought to be done between this and that 
period, 

Another objection is, that it is to cost $945,000 
or $1,000,000, or $2,000,000. Gentlemen make 
this objection on the score of economy. If it be 
nhecessary,in order to make this dome as magnifi- 
cent as it can be madé for the honor of this great 
nation, | am perfectly willing to vote $2,000,00€ 
or $0,000,000. Sir, only satisfy me that the money 
18 honestly expended—satisfy me that it is ex- 
pended for the honor and glory of the country— 
that it is to make perfect a building in which all 

mericans take pride, and I do not care whether 
the money is $500,000 or $5,000,000. I will vote 
the money that is necessary to make it worthy 
of this Republic. If Athens would have a Par- 
thenon, a great Republic like ours may well have 
«Capitol. I see no difficulty at all in voting a 
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large sum of money for a purpose like this. Be- 
| sides, time is essential. Money alone cannot build 
| great works like this. Time is an essential ele- 
ment in all great works, and we ought to avail 
ourselves now of the present moment to continue 
this work, and go on with it from year to year 
until itis, as I have said, worthy of the country. 
I do not wish to detain the Senate. I trust the 
| appropriation will pass. 
| _Mr.DOUGLAS. I desire to say one word on 
| this question before the vote is taken. We are 
expending several millions on the Capitol. We 
| are making it of a magnificent order of architec- 
ture and a splendid specimen of art. There is no 
| saving of money, no higgling about the amount 
| we shaH pay for the ornaments that are to be 
put on it, or the cost of the material of which it 
|1s to be constructed. It is well known that the 
| building will be one of the most awkward, un- 
| gainly, unsightly structures in the world, without 
|}adome. If we are not going to make it a hand- 
| some building, one worthy of the nation as a 
specimen of architecture, I do not know why we 
/are making appropriations for the erection of 
marble walls, for the beautiful statuary, for the 
ornamental work on the cornices and on the por- 
tico, and for all those things that partake more 
| of ornament than of utility. It is impossible to 


| ture, without a dome; and from what opportuni- 
| ties I have had of witnessing domes on public 
| buildings, I do not hesitate to say that I have 
| never seen one equal to the model which has 
| been prepared here. You may compare it either 


or St. Isaac’s in St. Petersburgh, or any other 


| ever seen buildings and drawings, I know of no 
dome, or model for a dome, that excels the one 
; which has been prepared here. A beautiful dome 
| is going to cost no more than an awkward, un- 
| gainly, unsightly one; and as your building can- 
| not be finished without a dome, either make the 

appropriation, or abandon all the works of art 
| that you are putting on the building. I would 
| rather dispense with your marble mantel-pieces, 


| tiful ornamental work that is to represent the 
| different products of the country carved in the 
| marble which only one man ina thousand will un- 


than with the dome, which is essential to impart 
| beauty to the structure when finished. 
| as soon think of discontinuing all appropriations 
for the Capitol, and abandon it, and leave it in an 
unfinished condition. 


| gether; for it w®6uld only be a disgrace to the 
| nation to put up such magnificent walls, and such 
| beautiful ornamental work, and then leave the 


United States, to finish a building thus commenced. 
| It would look as if we had begun on a grand scale 
and our money gave out—as if we had begun on 
a scale beyond our means to finish. I trust that 
we shall either stop the whole concern, or finish it 
on the plan that has been commenced. 

Mr. BROWN called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 33, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- 
| jamin, Bigler, Butler, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Douglas, 
Durkee, F 
James, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, 
Pearce, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Toombs, Trumbull, Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, 
Cass, Clay, Geyer, Pugh, Reid, and Wade—11. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. JAMES. I am instructed by the Com- 
| mittee on Public Buildings to offer the following 
| amendment at page twenty, line four hundred and 
sixty-nine, to strike out ‘‘ and,’’ and insert, after 
the word ‘‘avenue,’’ ‘‘ East Capitol street to 
Second street;’’ so that the clause will read: 


For lighting the President’s House and Capitol, the pub- 
lic grounds around them and around the Executive offices, 
| Pennsylvania avenue, and East Capitol street to Second 
| street, $27,000. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 


} 
| Mr. JAMES. I am requested by the Com- 
| mittee on Patents and the Patent Office to offer 


a a - > 





| find be it further enacted, That there shall be appointed 





make it a handsome building, a beautiful struc- | 


| withSt. Paul’s in London, or St. Peter’s in Rome, | 


building in the known world, and so far as I have | 


| with your marble columns inside, with the beau- || 


| derstand—I would rather dispense with all these | 


I would |! 


ion. I hope that we either shall | 
make an appropriation for the dome or stop alto- || 


oot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Houston, Iverson, | 


| the following amendment as an additional section: || 








and paid, in the manner now provided by law, two principal 
examiners and two assistant examiners, in addition to the 
examining force now authorized by law to be so employed 
in the Patent Office. 
I will simply observe that the increase of buai- 
ness at the Patent Office demands this increase of 
force. . 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Patents, whether this 
is recommended by the Department? 

Mr. JAMES. It isrecommended by the Com- 
missioner of Patents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JAMES. I have another amendment 
from the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office: 

ind be it further enacted, That the Commiasioner of Pat- 
ents is hereby authorized to pay those employed in the 
United States Patent Office, from April 1, 18.4, until April 
1, 1855, as examiners and assistant examinera of patents, 
at the rates fixed by law for these respective grades: Pre- 
vided, That the same be paid out of the Patent Office fund, 
and that the compensation thus paid shall not exceed that 
of those duly enrolled as examiners and assistant exam- 
iners of patents for the same period. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Patents whether 
this is recommended by the Secretary of the In- 
terior? I observe that it goes back and pays 
these officers from 1854. 

Mr. JAMES. Up to 1855. Itis recommended 
by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Patents. 

| Mr. BRODHEAD. I do not know why we 
should go back and increase salaries, and give a 
retrospective opération to the increase. 

Mr. TOOMBS. If the Senator from Rhode 
|, Island will make it prospective, and it is recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Interior, I shall 
be inclined to support it; but | think a retrospect- 
ive increase of salary is wrong, and I hope it will 
not be agreed to, without some special reason. 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment for one of the Departments of the Govern- 
ment. It is for a small sum of money which has 
| been appropriated, so far as the Senate could do 
it, by two successive bills which have been passed 
here. It is for the present chief clerk of the 
State Department, Mr. Hunter. I say that two 
bills at previous sessions have been passed .by 
the Senate, Ts the sum of $1,500 to 
compensate him for performing the duties of 
Secretary of State in the absence of Mr. Web- 
|| ster, who was sick at the time, and also during 
| the interim when there was no Secretary of State, 
before a Secretary was appointed, and after his 
»redecessor had resigned, under the order of the 
President of the United States. He performed, 
|; as I have here the official evidence to show, the 
| duties of Secretary of State, and has never received 


} 
} 


structure unfinished, as if there was not a man of || One dollar forit. The period for which he served 
taste, or a man who could appreciate art in the | 


in this way, which I have the evidence, as 1 repeat 
again, to show, was one hundred and sixteen 
days. We passed a bill on two former occasions 
|| to appropriate him $1,500 for the purpose of 
] compensating him for serving in that way. The 
| House has, at the present session, had a bill 
| reported from the committee there, reducing the 
| sum to $1,380. It is a very close calculation 
| which has brought down this meritorious claim 
| about one hundred and twenty dollars below what 
4| it formerly was; but the necessities of the officer 
'| are such, that I beg leave now to ask the Senate 
| to ingraft on this bill an amendment appropria-~ 
| ting that sum to pay him the $1,380. 

| Mr. MASON. t hese that amendment will 
| pass. All who have had intercourse with the 
| chief clerk of the Department of State know his 
| competency and devotion to his duties. He has 
|| been called upon to discharge more than once the 
| duties of Secretary of State, and this is to com- 
| pensate him for the difference of salary. 

| Mr. CLAYTON. This gentleman served while 
| 


} 
} 
| 
| 
| 


I was in the Department of State as Secretary. 
| I promoted him to be chief clerk of claims. He 
|| was afterwards made the chief clerk of the whole 
| Department. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD. 
1 will be read. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I take occasion to say of 
'| him that he was one of the most able and faith- 
| ful officers ever in the Department. 
The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 


|| And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Treas- 


I hope the amendment 
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ury be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to pay to 
William Hunter, chief clerk of the Deparunent of State, 
the sum of @1,384 53, that amount being the difference be 

tween the compensation he received as chief clerk and 
assistant secretary of said Department, and that of Secre 

tary of State, for the period of one hundred and sixteen days, 
during which he filled the said office of Secretary of State 
under the appointment of the President of the United States, 
and in full for said services. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not rise to oppose this 
amendment, but I want it to be Notioad that it is 
a private claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
so decides. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Itisreported fromthe Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a private 
claim under the rule, and cannot be received 
except by an order of the Senate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I appeal to my friend from 
Mississippi not to object. 

Mr. BROWN. I only want to say this: when 
the claim of a State comes here, it is ruled out. 
I think a State is of quite as much dignity as a 
clerk in the State Department. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I insist on the decision of the 
Chair, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is clearly 
a private claim, in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. I think it is not 
a private claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate ?”’ 

The decision of the Chair was sustained.- 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I offer the following 
amendment from the Committee on Territories, 
as a new section: 


And he it further enacted, That there is hereby appro- 
priated $10,000 for the purpose of roofing, plastering, and 
preparing for legislative and territorial purposes the Capitol 
building at Omaha City, in Nebraska Territory, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Governor of said Ter- 
ritory. 


The Chair 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have been directed by the 
Committee on the Library, to whom the subject 
has been referred, to offer this amendment in the 
shape of a separate section: 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Sen- || 


ate and Clerk of the House of Representatives are hereby 
directed to continue the compilation of the congressional 
document published by Congress, under the name ef 
*“ American State Papers,’’ in the same manner and form 
as the first series thereof; and the Joint Library Committee 


are hereby directed to contract with the publishers of the | 


first series of the State Papers for one thousand copies of 
the said compilation, at a price not exceeding the price per 
volume paid for the volumes of the first series ; and to dis- 
tribute a copy of the entire work to each Senator, Member, 


and Delegate of the present Congress; and deposit sixty | 


copies in the State Department for its own use, and for 
exchange with foreign Governments; and three hundred 
copies in the Department of the Interior, to be distributed, 
by the Secretary of said Department, to public libraries in 
the several States and Territories of the Union; and the 


residue of the one thousand copies shall be held in the cus- | 
tody of the Librarian of Congress, subject to its future || 


direction. 


This subject was brought to the attention of 
the Committee on the Library by a resolution 


submitted by the honorable Senator from Michi- | 


gan, (Mr. Cass,] The original compilation of 


State Papers was brought up, I think, to the year || 


1825; so that from that year to the present time, 


a period of thirty-one years, we have no com- | 


ents collection of these important papers. 
“iiey are scattered through a series of volumes 
of executive and legislative papers, numbering 
several hundred, not convenient of access, not 
arranged rationally according to the subjects or 
chronologically, not separated properly, nor in- 
dexed separately, but in a vast bulk of some four 
hundred volumes. Every one who desires these 
necessary aids to the performance of his legisla- 
tive duties must of course desire to have them 
in that form in which they are most convenient 
and accessible. 

But there is an additional reason for this meas- 
ure. We have had numerous memorials pre- 
sented to us from various public institutions, 
desiring very much to be furnished with public 
documents. In the ordinary documents of the 
session, there are a vast number of poperr of no 


use to anybody but the House in which the busi- | 


ness is, transacted, to which they relate. These 
papers containing all that is operant, if made 
on the plan ef the fermer ¢emp) 


|The principle which they 


| facturing establishment. 
) papers are published in many works. 
messages of the President of value are eed | 


| necessary documents we can have. 
| able Senator from Maryland has well described 





ation, will sup- | 


ply the wants of those who are so urgently making 
these requests. 

[ beg leave to say, in conclusion, that the 
Library Committee have not, in this instance, 
departed from the rule which they have laid down 
generally in regard to the eo of books. 


the Governmentis not only justifiable, but entirely 
right in publishing such papers as relate directly 
to the affairs of Government. To these may be 
added such papers as reflect light on our history, 


or are of some special importance in the consid- || 


eration of great questions. These books will 
accomplish both purposes. They will give us a 
knowledge of our legislative history which no 


one can obtain except by access to these papers. | 

They will throw light on on of the great ques- 
ye discussed here; | 

and they will answer the public demand, which | 


tions which must continue to 


has been pressed so urgently on us. It is, there- 
fore, no violation of the principle which the 
Library Committee has adopted. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will inquirewhether the 


printing of the ices work is to go on as soon | 


as we adjourn; an 
be done? 

Mr. PEARCE. [really do not know. Ifwe 
contract with the former publishers they will do 
it wherever they please—I supp6se in their office 
in this city. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I understand, then, that 
the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House are to make a contract for this publica- 
tion. I suppose it will involve an expenditure of 
three or four hundred thousand dollars. At the 
commencement of this session the expense of 


if so, where is the printing to 


printing was regarded as enormous, and we all | 


agreed not to print any more books at public 
expense. 
exhibited to the Senate an annual expenditure of 
a million and a half of money for these purposes; 
so that we were becoming a vast book manu- 
All the governmental 


and republished. They are in all the libraries of 
the country. I cannot regard this proposition 
with favor. 
book publishing business. 


Mr. CASS. 


gress, and, therefore, one for which an appropri- 
ation ought to be made. You call it a book, and 


so itis, but it is a legislative document, indispens- | 


ably necessary to members. Nobody objects to 


| the printing of bills—nobody objects to the print- | 
ing of what is necessary to put subjects before 


us for our own action; and this Is one of the most 


it. It is impossible to get at the information 


which is necessary in our legislative duties, with- | 
out having some compendium or abstract of this | 
kind, unless members are willing to devote an | 
|| unconscionable amount of time to the examina- | 


tion of questions. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. The necessity for the con- 
tinuation of these works has been forcibly im- 


|| pressed on my mind in the discharge of my duties 
as a member of the Committee on Private Land | 
Claims. Repeated instances have in that occurred | 
| in committee, where the former action of the 
‘|| Government on matters of exceeding importance 


to the nation at large have required investiga- 
tion, and that investigation has been almost im- 


possible, by reason of the mass of volumes | 


through which the. documentary history of the 


country is spread. There is now pending before | 


the committee (and it will be my duty in the 
course of the evening, or to-morrow, to ask the 
Senate for permission to retain m 
the recess) a claim fora tract of land, which is 
stated to belong to a private individual, derived 
from the Hudson’s Bay Company, extending over 
an area of territory sufficient to make two or three 
States of the Union. 
claim, it has become necessary to examine the 


early diplomatic history of the Government, the | 
correspondence which took place at the time of | 


our early treaties with Great Britainand France, 


Territory. In examining this subject, which is 
one of great labor, I have found it almost impos- 


1ave adopted is, that | 


| from Maryland stated at first, we have 


The Committee on Public Printing | 


All the | 


I have a distaste to continuing this | 


I consider this a very useful and | 
almost indispensable work to members of Con- | 


The honor- | 


clerk durifg | 


A . 
RE EE ugust 15, 
sible to get at the facts, in consequence of the in. 
sufficiency of the publications of the State Pa i. 
| A large number of reports have been made and 
| acts passed, and disposition made of povAibhie' ee 

the public lands by different Congresses sae 
1825. We have constantly before us private land 
claims; we have constantly before us application 
| for some change of the laws of the country i, 

relation to lands. We cannot find the neteniirs 
information for the purpose of guiding the actig 
of the committee, or laying it before the Senate 
because, as I stated before, and as the Senator 


to look 


over six or seven hundred volumes. You wij 


find many volumes scattered on the shelves in 
this room of what the Senate alone has done 
without reference to the action of the Depart. 
ments, and the action of the committees of the 
House. 

These documents are indispensable to the 
transaction of the legislative business of the 
country. They are nota printing job. We jj 
| know how rare and valuable the former volumes 
have become. I have one set of them, and ] 
'| know that no money could buy them from me: 
| because I could not spare them in the discharoe 
of my legislative duties. I know that gentlemen 
| who want duplicate sets are required to pay 
| enormous sums fot them. This fact shows thejy 
\| great value. This mass of matter can in no way 
| be gathered so conveniently together as by the 
| executive officers of the two Houses of Congress, 
'| I trust there will be no objection to this. The 
| collection of the information is indispensable, and 
| the longer we go without it the more urgent 
|| becomes the necessity. 
| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to offer an amend. 
ment from the Committee on Military Affairs; 

ind be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be 
directed to examine into the amount of expenses necessa 
rily incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the 
late Indian war in Oregon and Washington by the territo 
rial governments of said Territories, for the maintenance 
of the volunteer force engaged in said war, including the 
pay of volunteers; and that he may, if in his judgment it be 
necessary, direct a commission to proceed ard ascertain, 
and report to him for payment, all expenses incurred forthe 
purposes above specified. 


Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
agree to modify the amendment by striking ow 
the words *‘ for payment?”’ It is not proper to 
say these a shall be = on the report: If 
the honorable Senator will strike out the words 
‘* for payment,’’ [ think it will answer all his pur- 

oses. 

Mr. WELLER. I do not know whether that 
will materially change it. The Committee on 
Military Affairs have reported a bill at this ses- 
sion providing for the payment of the claims 

rowing out of the Washington and Oregon wats. 
| Seeing no hope of its passage at this session, | am 
| induced to put the proposition in this form, so 
that the Secretary of War will be able, if he sees 
roper, to send a commission to Oregon and 
ashington, in order to ascertain the precise 
amount of expense incurred by those two Terr- 
tories in the prosecution of Indian hostilities. 
Mr. SEWARD. I quite agree to that; but 








% there is some obscurity in the transactions there. 





I should like to guard against a committal to pay- 
ment. I move to strike out the words ‘ for pay- 
ment.”’ 
Mr. WELLER. I do not know that that will 
change the character of it. Of course they will 
ultimately have to be paid. Whenever it has 
been ascertained what amount has been expended 
by those Territories in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities, it must be refunded by the Federal 
Treasury. I have no objection to the alteration. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment which was attached to the civil and diplo- 
matic bill of last year. It was reported then from 





In the examination of that | 


the Committee on Finance, and lost in the com- 


\| mittee of conference: 


Seo. —. And be it further enacted, That in the settle- 
ment of the accounts of the late United States attorney, 
the late marshal, and the clerk of the United States dis- 
trict court of the northern districtfof California, the whole 
or aggregate. amount of fees, compensation, and emolu- 


|| ments, at the rates preseribed for said officers severally, 
and even to go much further back, and examine | 
|| into the origin of our title to the Northwestern 


in the second, eighth, and ninth sections of the act of 4 
gress, chapter eighty-six, approved September 25, 180, 
| shall be allowed and paid severally for the services rel- 


\| dered by them respectively, prior to the 26th day of Fe 


‘ ruary, 1853, as taxed by the judge of the said court. 
. 








15, 


he in.’ 


pers, 
- and 
ns of 
Since 
land 
longs 
Ty in 
s8ary 
Ctlon 
nate, 
nator 
look 
t will 
C8 in 
lone, 
Part. 


f the 


the 
f the 
re all 
umes 
ind | 

me; 
large 
“men 
pay 
their 

> 

way 
y the 
Tess, 
The 
’ and 


gent 


lend- 
rs; 

‘ar be 
Cress. 
in the 
Prrito 
nance 
ig the 
t it be 
rtain, 
or the 


lator 
r Out 
Pr to 
ts If 
rords 
pur- 


that 
e on 

SPS. 
alms 
vars, 
lam 
1, 80 
sees 
and 
cise 
erri- 


but 
ere. 
pay- 
pay- 


will 
will 

has 
ided 
dian 
eral 
ion. 
. 


ond- 


plo- 


rom 
om- 


attle- 
mney, 

dis- 
‘hole 
nolu- 
rally, 
€on- 
1850, 

ren- 
Feb- 





a 
iP 
4 
= 

. 

my 
7 


ee 


_ 


¥ 


ed oe | eae 


ifn? 


So Bete ae 


1856. 


pe cnet 
“Mr. TOOMBS. I rise to a point of order. | 
That is precisely within the rule. It is to settle 
the private accounts of certain officers, and is 
nothing but a private claim. . 

Mr. WELLER. The question of order was 
raised & year ago; but it came then from the 
Committee on Finance, ae 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
of the impression that the amendment is for the 
benefit of the individual persons named in it, and 
-¢ excluded by the rule. F 
“Mr. WELLER, The amendment, as I said 
before, was placed upon the civil and diplomatic | 
pill by the Finance Committee of the Senate last | 


Y The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair | 
will] submit the question to the Senate if the Sen- | 
ator’desires it, 

Mr. WELLER. Not on an appeal; but I de- 
sire the question submitted to the Senate whether 
it is proper to be added to the bill. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. I submit that the point can- | 
not come before the Senate except on an appeal. 
The amendment may have gone on last year, 
and may have prevailed. With the known strin- || 
gency of my friend from Virginia, he can doa 
great many things. Some nten cannot jump over 
the fence, wittle another may steala horse, without 
suspicion. That is very much the case with him | 
in the management of these matters. I raise the | 

| 
| 
| 
| 





——_ 


point of order, and ask for the judgment of the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is 
of opinion that this is a private claim. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then the question must be 
taken on the appeal. 

Mr. WELLER. The usual practice has been || 
to submit the question to the Senate. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the || 
Chair entertains doubt, that has been the practice 
of the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. It has been understood that | 
the rule was not to be so particularly enforced on 
this bill as on some others, as it is generally 
known to be a miscellaneous bill, or an omnibus 
bill. [ understood the Senate were to be allowed 
to add to this bill- whatever, in their judgment, 
was right and necessary. That is all I desire. 

Mr. MASON. Lask the Senator from Califor- 
nia, if he appeals from the judgment of tlfe Chair. || 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is an 
appropriation bill, and the 30th rule is applicable | 
tort. 

Mr. WELLER, It is a general appropriation | 
bill, no doubt. i| 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- | 
ator appeal from the decision ? 

Mr. WELLER. I take an appeal. 

Mr. PUGH. It seems to me, with due sub- 
mission, that the Chair overlooked a very import- 
ant distinction. This is in relation to the pay 
of officers, a ‘class of persons; and it can no more 
be said. to be a private claim, in my judgment, 
than the clause offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island to pay a certain class of clerksin the Patent 
Office. We have, within half an hour, passed an 
amendment, relative to the payment of clerks in 
the Patent Office, going back to the year 1854. 
That was not objected to; that was not said to be 
a private claim. This is an amendment directing | 
that the compensation of certain officers shall be | 
computed according to a given standard. I think 
the compensation was erroneously computed ac- | 
cording to a different standard. 

Mr. BIGGS. I understand there is another 
objection to it. Ido not understand that the Sen- | 
ator from California has moved fhe amendment | 
from any committee, but it is a motion made by | 





him, as an amendment to the bill, on his own 
individual responsibility. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A standing |} 
committee have no right to recommend an amend- || 
ment which provides for a private claim. 
Mr. BIGGS. I understand that; but I say it 





1s an additiona! objection to this amendment, that 
it does not come from any committee. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question | 
is, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair tant as the 





Judgment of the Senate?” 
he decision of the Chair was sustained, and | 
the amendment was not received. 

' 


Mr. WELLER. 


1 desire to submit another 
amendment: 
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ted States attorney for the southern district of California, 
the same compensation as was paid to the United States 


| attorney for the northern district of that State, by an act 
| approved March 3, 1855, for extra service in appeals from 


the land commissioners, to ascertain and settle the private 
land elaims in Calitornia. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that for the same 
reason; it is a private claim. If you lock to it, 
there’ has never been such af act ‘passed by the 
Senate as that for compensation to the district 
attorney of the northern district. It is most out- 
rageous, and it is more than the compensation of 
the judge in California. I think it amounted, in 
panes and compensation to the clerks, to not 
ess than twenty thousand dollars. I make the 
objection to this amendment in limine. We can- 
not investigate it. It is a private claim of the 
district attorney of the southern district of Cal- 


| ifornia. 


Mr. BUTLER. I have not interposed in these 
matters. . According to the general course of 
business, if anything goes to a committee it 
should be a measure of thiskind. This has never 
gone to the committee; but if it had gone to the 
Judiciary Committee, I believe it would not have 
been recommended, though I do not know 
whether it would have been recommended or not. 
But, sir, if you can, with this conveniency, get 
up measures at this tinie of the session, which 
have not gone through the process of examina- 
tion by committees, there is no responsibility in 
this body for your legislation. 

Mr. WELLER. It is somewhat remarkable 
my friend from Georgia should have discovered 
at last that this amendment is out of order. One 
year ago the district attorney for the northern 
district of California came here asking for addi- 
tional compensation, in consideration of the addi- 
tional labor imposed on him by the land cases 


| thrown into the district court. “The district at- 


torney in the northern district happened to be a 
gentleman who had a great many personal friends 
and a very extensive influence in both branches 
of Congress, from the fact that he had beena 
member of the House from the State of Alabama. 
He made his application to the Committee on 
Finance. He was personally known to the mem- 
All my southern friends 
here knew him well. They inserted in the civil 
and diplomatic bill an appropriation allowing 
him $10,000 for his services in the land cases. 
Now I present the claim of the district attorney 
of the southern district, who has passed upon 
three times the number of claims that were passed 
upon in the northern district—who has performed 
three times the amount of labor, and the Senator 
from Georgia says it is unjust. 


Now, I submit to the Senate whether, after | 


ou have passed, a year ago, in the civil and dip- 
Catia bill, an appropriation for the services of a 
district attorney who has not performed one third 
of the labor of a southern cistrict attorney, it 
would be just to reject this claim now? I ask the 
Senator from Georgia, after he has established his 
precedent, after he has rewarded his southern 
friend who came here with that immense influ- 
ence, and the personal acquaintance of nearly 
every Senator, whether it would be proper now 


| to reject the application of the district attorney 


for the southern district, who does not happen to 
be so favorably situated ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to say one word in re- 
ply._ I believed that was wrong then. I opposed 
it. It was one of those midnight precedents that 
ought not to stand a moment, and | oppose this 
for the same reason I did that. I denounced that 
at the time. Here we have got this precedent. 
We have Been here seven months. It was easy 


to put this under the investigation of a committee, | 


when the whole facts could be ascertained. This 
is not the only case founded on that precedent. 
lunderstand from my friend from Ohio that there 


is an application from Michigan for extra services” 


in timber cases. One bad precedent is to be 
brought up again at midnight, and not by the 


consent of a committee; for these irregular com- | 


pensations would not be considered a moment if 
the Senate understood the facts of the case. If 
it is to be made a precedent, I say here, that his 
locality had nothing to do with it. It certainly 
had no weight with me, for I opposed it, and | 
oppose this. 

Mr. WELLER. It was not referred to the 


Committee on Finance simply because I supposed 


And be it further enacted, That there be paid to the Uni- || there would be somie uniformity in the action of 


a = a 
the Senate and the committee, and that it was 
unnecessary to refer the question to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, when they had a year ago estab- 
lished the precedent. If, a year ago, they allowed 
eXtra compensation to the district attorney of 
the northern district in consequence of extra ser- 
vices, the same principle will apply to the south- 
ern district. That was the reason why, in m 
judgment, it was wholly unnecessary to refer 1t 
to the Committee on Finance. 1 submit to the 
Senate whether they will deal unjustly with this 
public officer after they have been thus liberal to 
the district attorney of the northern district. 

Mr. BIGGS. I think this discussion is out of 
order; and ghe point I raise is, that the 30th rule 
eevee that no amendment to an appropriation 
vil] shall be received unless it comes from a stand+ 
ing committee. I do not understand this as com- 
ing from a standing committee, independent of 
its being a private claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A standing 
committee has no right to move an amendment 
to an appropriation bill which is a private claim. 

Mr. BIGGS. It does not even come froma 
standing committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
under the impression that this is a private claim, 
and is oxleihad by the 30th rule. 

Mr. MASON. | desire to offer an amendment 
as an independent section: 

“ind be it further enacted, That the Secretary of State 
be, and he is hereby, instructed to cause to be compiled and 
printed for the’ use of Congress, in a volume, or volumes, 
substantially bound, all treaties now existing between the 
United States and foreign countries, with an index to each 
treaty, and such further index showing, as far as practica- 
ble, the differences between existing treaties on like sub- 
jects, and with such notes explanatory as the Secretary of 
5 te may direct ; and that four thousand copies be pee 
five hundred of which shall be for the use of the Depart 
ment of State. 

They will not be comprised in mére than two 
volumes. We have had, I think, sufficient ex- 
perience at this session to show that it is import- 
ant to have these treaties in such form ‘that we 
can have access to them. 

| Mr. BRODHEAD It seems to me there are 
two decisive objections to this proposition. The 
first is, that it contains no appropriation to exe- 
cute the work. The second is, that we have 
the treaties already printed. We have Litth*& 
Brown’s Statutes at Eas: which contain all the 
treaties, and now we are to publish them over 
again. 

« Mr. MASON. I think it was said by one of 
the sultans of the East, that the burning of the 
library at Alexandria was no loss, because, if it 
contained anything but the Koran, there was a 
vast deal of learning that would be prejudicial to 
mankind; and if it contained the Koran only, that 
was in everybody’s hands in the East. Now, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania may have the means 
of access to these treaties, which I believe no other 
Senator has. They are distributed through nine 

| or ten volumes of the laws, with the addition of 
the statutes that are published from time to time; 
and | say again, | have had—whatever that Sen- 
ator may have had—sufficient experience at this 
session to be satisfied that we want ready access 
to-treaties to be able to understand them. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. Will these 
volumes be printed by the public printer? 

Mr. MASON. They will be printed under the 
direction of the Secretary of State. I do not know 
by whom, and I do not care. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the Senator 
from Virginia whether this amené@ment is re- 

| ported from a committee ? 
| Mr. MASON. No, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. In the next place, I desire 
to know out of what funds the piiblicatton of this 

| book is to be paid for? The amendment contains 
no appropriation, | believe. I desire to know, 
when we order the book to be published, how it 
is to be paid for? whether we are to be forced 
hereafter to make an appropriation for the pur- 
te of defraying the expense of publishing this 
00k? In the next place, I should like to know 
the probable cost of this publication, before I 
engage init. If the Senator has that information, 
oa will eee me in possession of the facts, the 
case will he more satisfactory than it is now. 
|| Mr. MASON. I understand that, by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, with which | know 
| the Senator from California is familiar, no money 
\| can be paid from the Treasury without a previotts 
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appropriation. I understand the organization 
and theory of the Government to be, that the 
measures of the Government are projected, and 
when they are pete the eee en is 
made. I admit, if the honorable Senator claims 
to that extent, it would be far better that we 
should know whether these four thousand vol- 
umes will cost one dollar, or one dollar and ten 
cents, or one dollar and twenty cents, or even 
one dollar and thirty cents per volume. It is far 
better that we should know it; but as [ have not 
the information, it is not in my power to furnish 
it to the honorable Senator. Ido know this— 
that, on measures really of public interest, per- 
taining to the proper conduct of the Gdvernment, 
the order is made to execute the work, provided 
Congress shall not think it will run into any ex- 
travagance, and the appropriation is made after- 
wards. Out of what money the appropriation is 
to be made I am not informed, unless it be out of 
the money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

Mr. WELLER. I want to know whether it 
is to be paid out of the contingent fund? 

Mr. MASON. 
the Department of State, which is appropriated 
to the expenses incident to the Department of 
State, under the law, but this will certainly not 
be paid out of that fund. 

Mr. WELLER. This will be a law. 

Mr. MASON. [should be glad if this should 
be paid out of that fund, but I think it will not. 
I should be glad to specify the amount in this 
amendment, but I do not know it. It may bea 
dollar a volume, or it may possibly be one dol- 
lar and twenty cents a volume, or by possibility 
one dollar Gull Souhy Eve cents. Ido not kn@v 
exactly, but [ think we may very safely trust the 
amendment and make the appropriation after- 
wards, being satisfied as I am that no executive 
officer of this Government will incur any im- 
proper expense. I would limit the appropria- 
tion if I had the means. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, The Senator from Vir- 
ginia says these treaties are scattered now through 
the ten volumes of Little & Brown’s edition of 
the Statutes at Large. Why, sir, they are in one 
volame, marked ‘*'Treaties’”? on the back. One 
volume contains treaties with the foreign Govern- 
ments, and another volume Indian treaties. Is 
not that enough ? 

Mr. BIGGS. I rise to a question of order. I 
insist on it that the amendment is not in order, 
and debate is out of order. 
no amendment can be moved toan appropriation 
bill unless moved by a standing committee. I 
understand this does not come from any standing 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Is the amend- 


ment recommended by one of the standing com- || 
; a committee. 


mittees of the body? 

Mr. MASON. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
in order. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 


I have a small 


amendment that I wish to offer, to come in at the || 


proper place. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
standing committee ? 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. No, sir. I hope 
it will be considered as proper, by the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- || 


ment will be read. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 
That the clerks and others in the Washington navy-yard 


shall be entitled to the compensation authorized by the act | 


approved April 22, 1854. . 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
of 1854. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 
of order. . 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I want first to 


state the proposson, and if this is not in order, | 


{ think we shall have to go back and disagree to 
half a dozen amendments we have made to-day. 
The law is: . 


“To the clerks employed at the navy-yard and marine 


barracks at Washington’’— 


that is, the twenty per cent. allowed to the clerks 
of the Executive Departments; and there is this 
proviso to the fourth section of that act: 

“* Nothing herein contained shall be construed as making 
an appropration for any period beyond the 30th day of 
June, 1e54.” 


| Navy agent,”? &c. 
| &c., and such further sum as may be necessary for paying | 
| the act of 1854 expired by the proviso on the 30th 


| would authorize that payment to be made inde- 

| pendent of these appropriations; but it seems the | 
|| accounting officers will not allow it unless the ap- | 
There is a contingent fund of | 


| Congress, that the appropriation authorized by | 
the act of 1854, shall be continued from year to || 


| tion is, that the clerks, according to the provis- | 


| ~ . 

| not get the money, unless Congress makes this | 
| declaratory provision. 
| tion which was undoubtedly intended that they | 
| whether, by construction, they shall be deprived | 
| of that allowance, or whether, as Congress have | 


| done for the last two years, it shall be continued? | 


| these clerks receive per annum under the existing 
| law? 


Under the 30th rule || 
| than other c 
| is not recommended by any committee. 
Tlren it is not | 


| under the impression that the amendment is not || 
| in order. 


Is it froma 


|| the laborers in the said Department. 


| whose pay has been increased by the House of 


T will read the act | 


I must raise a question | 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


In the next year, in the second section of the 


| act making appropriations for the civil and wore ] 
matic expenses of the Government, it is provi 


ed: 


“ That the provisions contained in the act of 22d of oa | 


| 1854, adding a percentage to the pay of the clerks employe 


at the navy-yard in Washington city, be construed so as 
to include the clerks ang messengers in the office of the 


This was recognized there; but again, in the 
appropriation act of 1855, it is provided: 
‘For the pay of the superintendents, naval constructors, | 


the clerks and others in the Washington navy-yard the 
compensation authorized by the act approved April 22, | 
1854.” 


.- . | 
3y the construction of the accounting officers, | 


of June, 1854, and each year subsequently it 
seems to have been thought necessary to make 
a specific appropriation to continue that act. It | 
is believed by some that the proper construction 





propriation is made each successive year. It isnot 
aclaim. It is merely a declaratory enactment of 


year. According to the construction placed on | 
the act by the accounting officers, it is necessary | 
to have an enactment every year. That is not | 
my opinion. When that construction was given, | 
it was not intended to defeat that principle. I | 
wish now to make it permanent. Mt proposi- | 


ions of the act of 1854, shall have the same per- 

centage on their salaries and allowances as the 

clerks in the other Departments have by the con- | 
struction of the accounting officers. I believe | 
it was intended by the act of 1854, but they will | 
I leave it to the Senate | 
to say whether that is a private claim or not. It | 
is merely to secure these clerks the compensa- | 


should have by the act of 1854. The question is, 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I would inquire how much 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 


I have not gone 
into the ens 


They receive much less 

erks —less than these very clerks 

were authorized to receive by the act of 1854. 
Mr. CLAY. I make the point of order that it 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Tennessee states it is not recommended by 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. It is not. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 


Mr. MALLORY. I offer an amendment from | 
the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
Ind be it further enacted, That the salary of the assistant 





messenger of the Navy Department be the same as that of 


That is simply to place the salary of the assistant 
messenger of the Secretary of the Navy, a very 
faithful negro, who has been in that Department 
for twenty-seven years, on a par with the laborers, 





Representatives to $600. He is a messenger of 
the same capacity, and on the same footing with 
them. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move an amendment to the 
amendment, to insert: ' 


The messenger of the staff of the marine corps. 


Mr. MALLORY. What does he get? 
Mr. ADAMS. One dollar and fifty cents a 


day. 

Nir. MALLORY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mended by a committee? 

Mr. ADAMS. I move that amendment to the 
proposed amendment. 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
committee ? 

Mr. ADAMS. _I move it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in! 


Is it recom- 


Is it from a 


August 15, 


order. The question is on the amend 
Committee on Naval Affairs. oo 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STUART. I propose an amend 
the Committee on Public Lands: ment from 


~And be it further enacted, That there be allowed and po; 
to the late commissioners for settling private land claims ; 
California, appointed under the act of March 3, 185) 
the acts additional.thereto, one month’s salary, for caries 
rendered subsequent to March 3, 1856; and to the a 
disbursing agents for said commission the same compensa 
tion for the receipt and disbursement of moneys as are 
allowed to other disbursing officers of the Government ig 
California; the same to be paid out of the unexpended eh 
ance of moneys heretofore appropriated for the salaries and 
expenses of said commission. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. REID. I desire to offer an amendment 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs: *  * 
And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior be authorized to appoint an agent, who shall enro}} all 
the Cherokees embraced in the roll of John C. Molloy who 
may wish to emigrate from any of the States east to join the 


| nation west, and report the same to the Interior De rt- 


ment; whereupon the Secretary shall withdraw from the 
appropriation of the act of the 29th of July, 1848, so much 
thereof as may be necessary to remove such Indians; that 
the said agent shall superintend the removal of said Cher. 
okees, and see them safely conducted through the States 
to the nation west; and, for the purpose of paying such 
agent, the sum_ of $2,000 is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I should like, as a member 
of the Indian Committee, to understand this 
amendment. Ihave heard nothing of it. I think 
we paid all who went away, and paid for the emi- 
ce of those who did not choose to go away, 

may be mistaken; but I know we intended to 
pay those. I have heard nothing of it, and | 
should like to hear an explanation. 

Mr. REID. A treaty has been made for the 
removal of these Cherokees west, whenever they 
desire to go. The appropriation has already 
been made, and is unexpended. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Have they not been allowed 
their emigration money for staying at home? 

Mr. REID. No, sir. ‘ 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think they have; that is my 
recollection, but I cannot be positive. My opin- 
ion is, that everybody who moved was paid, and 
those who stayed were paid by Congress before, 
on their application. My opinion is, that every 
one of them has been paid. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I think a word of ex- 
— will set my friend from Georgia right. 

his money was appropriated in 1848, and was 
set aside in the Treasury. The interest was to 
be paid to the Indians of North Carolina on their 
removal. Whenever they chose to renfove, or 
any number of them chose to remove, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was required, by that act, 
to pay them the amount of $53 33. This is to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to enrdll 
those who wish to remove, and pay over that 
money in pursuance of the act of 1848. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ifthe amendment will specify 
that it is to be out of,the money reserved for that 
pape, I shall be content. 

r. SEBASTIAN. That will be in aceordance 
with the intention of the committee. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The amendment does not say 
so. But if the maney is to be taken out of that 
fund, I shall have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I believe it does make 
reference to that act. 

Mr. REID. It is to take out of that fund the 
appropriation which is made. This provisions 
simply for the purpose of having an agent to en- 
roll them, if they wish to go West, in accordance 
with that act. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Does the amendment refer 
to that fund? 

Mr. REID. I so understand it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is all fight. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I wish to submit two or 
three amendments from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, the first of which I send to the Chair: 

To pay to F. Lafontaine the sum awarded to him by 
Messrs. Stewart, Murray, and Fitch, commissioners 
claims against the Miami tribe of Indians, the sum of $5%, 
to be paid by the Secretary of the Interior out of the annu- 
ities of that tribe. : 

I will send a short letter to the Chair from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which explains 
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: ss matter. The money has been awarded to a 
O ediior of the Miamis under the treaty, and has 
japsed into the Treasury again, and now requires 


Se priation. 
a reapprot ; 
The letter was read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice or Inpian Arrairs, July 15, 1856. . 

Sir: In compliance with request of Hon. John U. Pettit 
of [ath instant, I inclose herewith such evidence as this 
vd the Second Auditor’s office afford in regard to the 
= of the heirs of F. Lafontaine, from which it will be 
ee teat the sum of $590 was awarded to F. Lafontaine 
- Messrs. Stewart, Murray, and Fitch, commissioners on 
cjaims against Miami Indians, payable out of aunuities of 
that tribe ; and, not having been paid at the proper time, 


You will perceive, therefore, that this Department is 
without the means of meeting this claim, which was ad- 
mitted in 1850, but has never been paid. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant 

GEORGE W. MANYPENNY, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. BENJAMIN PRINGLE, Chairman Committee on Indian 
Affairs, United States House of Representatives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I submit another amend- 
ment from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior ascertain the number of Cherokees east of the Missis- 
sippi, that were omitted in the census taken by D. W. 
siler in 1851, and pay the $5,000 appropriated by the eighth 
section of the ** Act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian department,’’ ap- 
proved July 31, 1854, to said Indians, according to the per 
capita distribution made by the Department of the Interior 
in pursuance of the principles contained in the opinion of 
the Attorney General of the United States on that subject, 
of April 16, 1851. 


The Senate will see that this is merely to direct 


THE CO 





|| Mr. IVERSON. I move that the further con- || 


sideration of this bill be postponed for the pres- 


| ent, in order to take up the bill which passed the | 


l| 
a 
|| Senate yesterday, and has been returned from the 
| 
| 





| 


House of Representatives this evening, regulating 
the compensation of members of Congress. 


make the motion for the reason,that, if the amend- | 


ments of the House of Representatives to tifat bill 
shall be concurred in by the Senate, an appropri- 


| to meet the amount which that bill contemplates 


| shall be paid to members, and it is better to put it 


1} 
‘vas, on the 30th of June, 1855, permitted to go to the str- | 
jus fund, and is now in the Treasury of the United States. | 


| on this bill than any other. 1 propose to post- 


| pone this bill for the present, until we decide 
whether we concur in these amendments, and if | 


\| so, I shall offer an amendment to this bill to make 


the payment of money already appropriated. By | 
the terms of the act of 1851, $5,000 were appro- | 


priated to the remnant of Cherokees in North 
Carolina. Contests afterwards arose as to what 


persons, precisely, were entitled to it. The ques- 


tion is settled by an opinion of the Attorney || 


< 3 ot 5 et Bagi 
This amendment authorizes the Sec- | postpone this bill for the present. 


The motion was agreed to; there being, on a | 


General. 
retary of the Interior to pay the money in accord- 
ance With that opinion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offer another amend- 


ment from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


To enable the President to cause to be fulfilled and car- 
ried into effect the conditions, stipulations, and provisions 
contained in the articles of agreement made by General 


Harney, commanding the Sioux expedition, and certain || 


bands of Sioux Indians of the Upper Platte and Missouri, 
dated the 5th of March last, $100,000" Provided, That the 
President may, in his discretion, adopt the plan of pacifica- 
tion recommended by the Secretary of War, or any other 
which in his judgment may be the best for the permanent 
pacification of said Indians. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Is this ona recommenda- 
tion from th@ Interior Department? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It is on the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of War, to carry into effect 
thé terms of final pacification entered into between 
General Harney and the Sioux Indians, made 
last year, and the amount is estimated for by the 
Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. I offer the following amend- 
ment froth the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to come in as an additional section: 

“ind be it further enacted, That the annual compensation 
of the chaplain to the United States Penitentiary shall be 
$900, and twenty per cent. on the same from July 1, 1853. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. I have an amendment which 
does not come from a committee, but as it con- 
cerns one of the employés of the two Houses of 
Congress, and relates to a subject of great im- 
portance, I suppose it is admissible: 

ind be it further enacted, That there shall be paid to John 
C. Rives, by the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, out of the contingent funds of 
the two Houses, according to the number of copies of the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix taken by each, one cent 
for every five pages of the work whenever it shall exceed 
three thousand pages for a long session, or one thousand 
five hundred pages for a short one, including the indexes 


and the laws of the United States, commencing with this 
session. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I have an amendment 


from the Committee on Finance, to come in as a 
new section: ‘ 

“ind be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to 
appoint a suitably qualified person as special examiner of 
drugs, chemicals, and medicines, at San Francisco, in Cal- 
ifornia, whose salary shall be $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


the a appropriation. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope this bill will not be 
laid aside. .If the compensation bill passes, my 
| colleague need not be concerned about the appro- 
priation being made. All the rules will be sus- 
pended, if necessary. There is no reason for 
postponing the appropriation bill. Ifthe compen- 
sation bill be passed, 1 give you my word the pay 
will come; there will be no difficulty about that. 

Mr. IVERSON. I think it doubtful whether 
if we pass the bill, the pay will come. I am 
| authorized by members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to say that if the question be referred 
back to that Elouse, they may not possibly get it 
| through. It is dangerous, at any rate, to send 
| the bill back with amendments. I think we can 


do not propose to discuss it. We wish to pass 
that bill with the House amendments, and then 
put the necessary appropriation On this bill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. { hope this bill will not be 
laid aside. The amendments to it must be en- 
grossed to-night. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
is on the motion of the Senator from Georgia to 


| division—ayes 22, noes 12. 


EE 


| 
PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 
| 
| 


On motion of Mr. IVERSON, the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to consider the amendment of the House 


| of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 398) to 


regulate the compensation of members of Con- 
gress. The amendment is to strike outall of the 
| bill after the enacting clause, and insert the fol- 
| lowing: 


That the compensation of each Senator, Representative, 
and Delegate in Congress, shall be $6,000 for each Congress, 
| and mileage as now provided by law for two sessions only, 

to be paid in manner following, to wit: on the first day of 
each regular session each Senator, Representative, and 
Delegate shall receive his mileage for one session; and on 
the first day of each month thereafter, during such session, 
| compensation at the rate of $3,000 per annum during the 
continuance of such session, and at the end of such session 
he shall receive the residue of his salary due to him at such 
time at the rate aforesaid sull unpaid ; and at the beginning 
of the second regular session of the Congress each Senator, 
| Representative, and Delegate shall receive his mileage for 
such second session, and monthly, during such session, 
| compensation at the rate of $3,000 per annum till the 4th 
day of March terminating the Congress, and on that day 
each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall be enti- 
tled to receive any balance of the $6,000 not theretofore 
paid in the said monthly installments as above directed. 





the Senate pro tempore, when there shall be no Vice Presi- 


the United States, shall receive the compensation provided 
by law for the Vice President; and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives shall receive double the com- 
pensation above provided for Representatives, payable at 
the times and in the manner above provided for payment 
of the compensation of Representatives. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That this law shall 
apply to the present Congress, and each Senator, Repre- 
sentative and Delegate shall be entitled to receive the dif- 
ference only between their per diem compensation already 


provided by this act. 

Scec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in the event of 
the death of any Senator, Representative, or Delegate, prior 
to the commencement of the first session of the Congress, 
he shall be neither entitled to mileage nor compensation; and 


sion, his representatives shall be entitled to receive so much 


= have actually accrued and be due and unpaid. 
e 


hereafter be ordered to, and received by, members of Con- 
gress, by a resolution of either or both Houses of Congress, 
the price paid for the same shall be deducted from the com- 
pensation hereinbefore provided for such member or mem- 
bers: Provided, however, That this shall not extend to 
books ordered to be printed by the public printer during the 
Congress for which the said member shall have been elected. 


ation will be required at this session of Congress | 


cen this bill and pass that in five minutes. | 


The question 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of | 


dent, or the Vice President shall have become President of \| 


received under the law now in force and the compensation | 


in the event of death after the commencement of any ses- | 


of his compensation, computed at the rate of $3,000 per | 
annum, as he may not have received, and any mileage that | 


c. 5. And be it further enacted, That if any books shall | 
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Sec. 6. 4nd be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, and Secretary 
of the Senate, respectively, to deduct from the monthly 
payments of members, as herein provided for, the amount 
of his compensation for each day that such member shall 
be absent from the House or Senate respectively, unless 
such Representative, Sepator, or Delegate, shall assign, as 
the reason for such absence, the sickness of himself or of 
some member of his family. 

Sec. 7. ind be it further enacted, That all acts or parts 
of acts inconsistent with, or repugnant to, the provisions of 
this act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. PUGH. I move to strike out the third 
section of the House substitute. 

Mr. I[VERSON. I trust the Senate will not 
make any amendment. If there be a majerity in 
favor of changing the present compensation of 
the members of Congress, I advise them to stick 
to the bill as it comes from the House. If it goes 
back to the House it will be defeated. If we are 
disposed to increase the compensation, let us vote 
for it by the yeas and nays, if they shall be 

| called for; but I hope they will not be. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I can vote for no such hill 
as this, and I trust the Senate will not sustain 
any such proposition. It is neither more or less 
than a proposition for every member to vote him- 
selftwo or three thousand dollars for past services, 
besides what he has been entitled to receive. The 
proposition is not to change the pay of members 
of Congress for the future, not to make such just 
and adequate augmentation of the pay which has 
heretofore been received as to Congress shall seem 
best for the future services of the Representatives 
and Senators of the nation, but to take out of the 
Treasury of the United States and vote to our- 
selves two or three thousand dollars apiece. (** Oh 
no!’’} Ido not know how much the amount is 
exgetly, but it is a sum of money. 

Mr. IVERSON. Allow me to interrupt the 
Senator for a moment. I think he is under a mis- 
apprehension on that point. If I understand the 
phraseology and meaning of the bill, as amended 
by the House, it simply gives to each member of 
Congress $3,000 for the present session, deduct- 
ing from that amount the per diem compensation 
|| which he has already received. The per diem of 
|| members of Congress for the present session, 
\| under the old system, is $2,080, so that the 
| amount of increase to each member is only $920, 
\| instead of two or three thousand dollars, as the 

Senator states. 
|| Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, under the 
|| law as it now stands, the people of the country 
| glected the members to this Congress with an 
| understanding or contract that they should re- 
| ceive for their services a certain per diem and 
| mileage, the per diem to begin on the first Mon- 
| day of December last. The per diem amounts 
|| to about two hundred and forty dollars per month. 
| The proposition now is, that for the future mem- 
| bers of Congress shall receive $250a month. The 
| bill of the Senate as passed by this body made that 
| compensation take effect from the adjournment 
| of the present session. To that I should make 
| no objection. On the contrary, I should sustain 
it, for I think the pay of members is quite inade- 
|| quate. But this proposition of the House is to 
|| pay members of Doansee $250 a month apiece, 
|| from the 4th of March, 1855, to the 4th of Decem- 
ber, while they were remaining at home, before 
they took their seats, and while they were doing 
no service whatever to the country for this pay- 
ment which is now to be made. e have been 
receiving at the rate of $3,000 a year since the 
commencement of the present session. Eight dol- 
|| lars a day is $240 a month, and $3,000 is ¢ 
||} a month; so that during the time we have been 
actually sitting, and doing service to the country, 
we have been receiving compensation at the rate 
|| allowed by the bill as it comes from the House. 


| 
| 
| 


| 


'| But what the House now propose is, to give to 
|| each member of Congress $250 a month for the 
|| period intervening between the 4th of March, 
|| 1855, and the first Monday of December of last 
|| year. In other words, it is to give $250 a month 
for March, April, May, June, July, August, 
September, October, and November. I cannot 
make this out to be less than nine months; and 
at $250 a month the amount is $2,250 to each 
member. 4 will never consent to such a propo 
| sition. 
Mr. PRATT. Move to amend it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Our own bill, as it went 
to the House, proposes to pay the salary to mem- 
bers of Congress for the future; but here | am 








| 
| 
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Treasury for last year. 1 cannot imagine that 
such a proposition will receive countenance for 
one instant 

Mr. BUTLER. 
would still adhere to the original bill, which I 
introduced. That provided fora salary of $3,000 
in futuro,and twenty cents a mile for travel. That 
measure would have equalized the pay, and would, 
I think, have been entirely just. The Senator 
from Louisiana, who is a gentkeman living ata 
distance, and in some measure incidentally deriv- 
ing an advantage from his travel, objected to the 
twenty cents, or thirty cents, or anything but the 
old rate of forty cents, As a praetical man, | 
yielded to the suggestion, that those who lived in 
the interior and those who lived upon the Pacific 
ought to be compensated beyond those who live 
in what are called the old Atlantic States. 


I think my friend from Louisiana is entirely 


mistaken on this oceasion. As | understand the 
bill from the House, it simply proposes to pay us 
from the time we assembled here at this session; 
and T really think, if | must speak in the spirit 
of justice, that we have earned more this session 
than we shail earn next session, ‘The next will 
be a three months’ session. We have now been 
sitting here for eightand a half months. I think it 
is more correct to pay us for services which we 
have performed, rather than services which we 
are hereafter to perform. | believe the provision 
of the House increases our pay for this session 
very litthe—about nine hundred dollars, 1 prefer 
to make the increase commence in thie future; but 
as I cannot have my own way, |! do not choose to 
shrink from the proposition which | have hereto- 
fore suggested, that the Constitution devolves.on 
Congress itself the exclusive responsibility of fix - 
ing the compensation of its members. 1 know that 
the present allowance is inadequate. Whether 
that which is now provided will be adequate | 
cannot say; but I think it approachesit. With 
regard to the effect on our pay at the present 
session, | am perfectly willing to agree to that 
feature of the House bill. It can be done with- 
out confusion or difficulty. My bill would have 
given a salary of $3,000, commencing with next 
December. That would allow $3,000 for the next 
three months’ session, when in fact we shall not 
have performed half the labor, nor incurred half 
the responsibility, nor.have been subjected to half 
the privations we have been at this session. We 
have earned it now; and it is not an increase of 
two or three thousand dollars, as the Senator from 
Louisiana or My deliberate judgment 
is, that the mileage ought to have been graduated; 
but I yielded to the suggestions of others, and gave 
way on that subject. Asa practical man I shall 
vote for the bill of the House now, though it is 
not the one which I would have preferred. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to say 
one word to my friend fiom Louisiana. | hap- 
pened to be absent when the original bill was 
passed by the Senate, two days ago. If I had 
Sena here, | should have voted for it. I intend 
to vote for it as it has been amended. The argu- 
ment of my friend from Louisiana strikes me as 
very strange. He asked the question, whether 
we are prepared to vote ourselves $2,000 or 
$3,000? In the first place, that is not the propo- 
sition before the Senate. But he says we came 
here under an implied contract to perform ser- 
vices for the consideration heretofore fixed by law. 
If that is to be the rule of action for us, the pay 
can never be changed. 


Mr. BENJAMIN, Of course not until the law || pratt, Pugh, Seward, Slidell, Toombs, Wade, and Yulee—19. 


be changed; but we can change it for the future. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My friend says 
he is not prepared to vote himself pay. Did he 
not vote himself pay under the bill which we 


passed two days ago? He will be here next 
sesrion. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. 
for the future. , 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Why not for this 
session? If you are going to appropriate money 
for the next year, and oo have earned it this 
year, why not have it this year? There is no 
principle involved. The only quesuon is, is it 
right? What effect it may have on the country 
lt neither know nor care. am satisfied that we 
do not get enough pay to defray the reasonable 
expenses of gentlemen. 1 do not believe my con- 
stutuents require any man to vote against paying 


I will vote for an increase 


\| tive. 


If | had my own choice, I |) 


| of the present hog a 
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called on to vote myself $2,000 out of the public 


himself enough for his services. If they do not 
like it in me, they may change their representa- 


Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to make an objection 
which was fairly ane property presented, I think, 
by the Senator from Louisiana. We came here, 


at this session, with the understanding that we 
e 
| should receive as Our 
| rate. 


er diem a certain fixed 
We commenced the session with that un- 
derstanding. We have continued our labors 
until we are now about to terminate the session, 
We have acted on the same understanding. I 
cannot vote for a retroactive provision of this 
sort. I do not object to an increase of salary for 


| the future, because I think that is just. I believe 


members cannot live on the amount which has 
been allowed them heretofore. I cannot vote for 
the present bill with its retroactive provision, If 
we were to do so, and the bill should pass, [ could 
not regard myself justifiable in taking the money, 


| because it was not part of the contract between 


the Government and myself when I came here. 
For that reason alone I object to the House bill 
in its present shape, although I think the com- 
pensation of Senators and Representatives is 
insufficient. I shall not occupy the time of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am very much surprised, 
on coming into the Senate, after a brief absence, 
to find the appropriation bill laid aside for this 
bill. I cannot see any necessity for laying aside 
the appropriation bill. This can be passed at 
any time, and if passed there will be no difficult 
about getting the necessary appropriation. It 
can be put into some other appropriation bill as 
wellas into this: Besides, we have had no op- 
portunity to examine the amendment of the 
House. 1, for one, do not know what are all its 
provisions. I think we ought. to lay it aside for 
the present, and take up the civil appropriation 
bill and finish it. I move, therefore, to oe this 


bill and the amendment on the table. 


The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio to 
strike out the third section of the amendment of 


| the House. 


Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; 


| and they were ordered. 


Mr. PRATT. I have just read the third sec- 
tion proposed to be stricken out, and so far as it 


| has yet been explained I do not think itis exactly 


understood. The bill passed by the Senate, alter- 
ing the compensation of members of Congress, 
proposed to allow the increased pay from the 
adjournment of the present session. The third 
section of the bill now proposed as a substitute 


| for that by the House of Representatives gives 


the additional compensation to members of this 


| Congress from the period of their election. That 
| is the distinction. If it is unjust to pay members 


when Congress is not in session, that objection of 
injustice is as applicable to the Senate bill as to 
this provision of the House bill. The only dif- 
ference between the two is, that the House pro- 


| poses to pay members from the period of their 


election, while the Senate proposes to pay them 
from the passage of the bill. By either you are 
paying members while they are not in session, 
and are not performing service. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
on the motion to strike out the third section, re- 


| sulted—yeas 19, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Clay, 
Collamer, Fish, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Mason, Pearce, 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, 


| Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, Butier, Durkee, Foster, Geyer, 


Hale, Iverson, James, Jones of Lowa, Jones of Tennessee, 


| Reid, Sebastian, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trum- 
' bull, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—24. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. I move now to amend the 


| third section by inserting before the words ‘ pres- 
’ 


ent Congress,” the words ‘the second session 
of,’’ so as to make it apply ** to the second session 

* I will state the reason 
for voting against the former motion and in favor 
of this. 


My own preference would have led me to apply 


| the increase of compensation to another Congress; 


but the Senate determined by their own bill to ap- 


ply it to the present Congress, provided it should 


applied prospectively. Then to amend the bill 


__ August 15, 


of the House by striking out the whole third 

tion, so as not to apply to the present Con a 
would be departing from our own positive deter,” 
ination in our own bill, which, it seemed to a 
would be an inconsistency. The motion | i = 
make is inaccordance with our ownaction, aon . 
the law applicable to the second session of this 
Congress. That is prospective. e all think the 
compensation ought to be raised, and our ep. 
stituents acknowledge it; but there is a difference 
between Congress according to their duty fixing 
their own compensation for the future, and alloy. 
ing to themselves an extra compensation for time 
that is past. There isa distinction which must he 
palpable toevery mind. My amendment gets rig 
of the difficulty of asking a Senator to vote tp 
place money in his own pocket for past services 

Mr. BIGGS. I desire to know whether jt jg 
in order to amend the section after a motion to 
strike it out has been rejected ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend. 
ment is in order. 

Mr. IVERSON. I trust the amendment wjj) 
not be adopted. It proceeds on the principle, gs 
I understand the Senator from Delaware, tha 
although we may have deserved the amount of 
compensation, we are not to be entitled to recejye 
it, because we have already performed the gor. 
vices. Now, if we are entitled to this compen- 
sation for services to be performed, I want to 
know the difference between that and giving ys 
compensation for services already performed, 
The gentleman sees a difference. It is the diffoy. 
ence betwixt tweedledum and tweedledee, which, 
formy life, I cannot see. Now, sir, if we amend 
this bill in any shape, I am satisfied it will not 
meet the concurrence of the House. The mem. 
bers of the House of Representatives themselves, 
coming directly from the people, have thought 
proper to put this provision on the bill. I should 
prefer not to have it there; but, as the representa. 
tives of the people have thought proper to change 
the character of the Jat ere and introduce 
this feature, paying members the additional com- 
pensation, as well for the present as for future 
sessions, I think the Senate ought to _ to the 
wishes of the people, thus expressed by their im- 
mediate representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ameni- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware is in section 
third, line second, after the word ‘* the,”’ insert 
‘* second session of,’’ and after the word ‘ Con- 
gress,’’ to strike out the rest of the section, so 
that the section will then read: 


That this law shall apply to the second session of the 
present Congress. 


Mr. BAYARD. I leave to the honprable Sena- 
ator from Georgia all the weight of be argument 
to be derived from the House passifig this pro- 
vision. Though he may not be able to perceive 
the distinction and the danger of establishing 
such a precedent as this, that Congress can pay 
themselves for past services, and not merely pro- 
vide for the future by legislation, to me it is very 
verceptible. I think you might just as well go 
bank, if the principle be sound, and pay your- 
selves for the session before, because Congress 
was just as much entitled the s « sion before to 
greater emoluments. I can unders : ad very well, 
that if I come here and render services to my 
constituents under the existing law, which Con- 
gress has not seen fit to change, it would be im- 
proper and wrong for me to add to my own com- 
pensation for time that is past. I can understand 
equally well that the law of Congress, dependent 
on the will of Congress, it being its duty to pro- 
vide for the compensation of members of Con- 
gress and other civil officers, may increase the pay 
in futuro. Whenever I deem a change proper 
for the future, so as to provide a different com- 

nsation from the past, I have an undoubted 
right, and it is my duty to vote for it. I regret 
that the honorable Senator from Georgia cannot 
see the distinction between the cases; to me It 18 
very perceptible. I hope it is so to the Senate; 
most certainly it was on that principle that the 
bill which we sent to the House was passed by 
the Senate. 

Mr. IVERSON. Irise simply to make a sug- 
gestion to my friends from Delaware and Lou- 
isiana, and those who agree with them. If the! 
consciences prevent them from taking any portion 
of this money, they can leave itiniahe reasury- 
This bill does notampose on them the necessity 
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f taking it if their consciences will not permit | 
them to do 80. Z 

Mr. BAYARD. Lshould hope that this was 
ey personal matter In any individual Senator. 
| do not see why the honorable Senator from 
Georgia should make it so. [am not making 
that issue; but [ am speaking of the duty of Con- 
yess in fixing compensation. I impeach no 
man’s motives. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ido not'understand the Sen- 
ator to make any allusion to me, nor I to him. | 
Mine was a mere playful remark. ' 
" Mr. PUGH. Itis not a question of conscience | 
with me,and my friend from Georgia need not take 
itin any such light. I have said, and say again, 
that | believe the present compensation of mem- 
hers of Congress entirely inadequaté; but I have | 
never been satisfied that the system of salary 
would answer; and, in fact, within the last twenty- 
four hours I have become more convinced that it 


Senator from Vermont—not the amount stated in | 
it, but the manner of payment. I do not believe 
the people of the United States will ever be satis- | 
fed with a system which bears on its face the | 
idea of paying members of Congress during vaca- 
tion. I do not know that there is anything well 
founded in the objection, but I believe it will be 
made. My objection is to the manner. 

Mr. BROWN. Allow me to ask my friend a 
question: do not the people of every State of the 
Union pay their judges during vacation, and pay 
them salaries ? 

Mr. PUGH. But the judges have duties to 
perform out of term. 


Mr. BROWN. Mighty little. I 


Mr. PUGH. They are bound to hear causes, 
and motions also. 
from Georgia, and agree with the Senator from 
Delaware. There is a very important distinction 
made by this amendment. It is a distinction 
which will be found annually. If it is to be 
adopted, we vote ourselves compensation at the 
rate of three thousand dollars for the next session. 
This bill is to pay us $3,000 a session. 

Mr.WELLER. Threethousand dollarsa year. | 

Mr. PUGH. Threethousand a session is the | 
House bill. 

Mr. IVERSON. No, sir, $3,000-a year. 

Mr. PUGH. It says the pay is to be $6,000 | 
for a Congress. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senatorfrom Ohio will per- | 
mit me I will correct him in that respect. 

Mr. PUGH. I shall be happy to receive any 
correction from any friend. 

Mr. CLAY. The bill provides $3,000 a year, | 
and not a session, for it expressly declares that 
there shall be no other compensation for an extra 
session of Congress. 


Mr. PUGH. Well, see whether I am right. || 


The bill sets out with declaring that our compen- | 
sation shall be $6,000 a Congress. On the first | 
day of every session we are to be paid mileage; 
then monthly during the session we are to be | 
paid a compensation at the rate of $3,000 a year; 
and on the last day of the session we are to get | 
the balance for the whole yearin one pile. That 
is the House bill. What will be the consequence 
if we adopt the amendment of the Senator from | 
Delaware? On the first day of the next session 
we are to be paid our mileage, and then-monthly 
at the end of the month of December; and at the 
end of the month of January we are to be paid our 
monthly compensation; but when the 4th of March 
comes we are paid a gross sum of money equiv- | 
alent to $3,000 for three months. I agree that 
this bill ought to commence with the next Con- | 
gress. I know it will operate hardly on some 
members of the House, and may operate to some 
extent favorably to me, as I shall probably be 
here at the next Congress if Llive. That cannot 
be avoided; but I should be willing to vote for a | 
provinn that it shall not take effect as to amy mem- | 
er of either House during his present term. 
Mr. BUTLER. I do not intend to detain the | 
Senate. If my friends will agree, let us concur | 
in the amendment of the honorable Senator from | 
elaware. Iam perfectly willing to agree to it, | 
but I admitat the same time itis offensive to my | 
notions of palpable justice. I know,if you intend | 
to go to the people, they have a great deal more | 
sense than you think they have. [Laughter.] | 
f you suppose you are to go to the people, and | 
make this argument, that you are paying yourself | 
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back rations, I will reply before any tribunal of 


}| Justice on earth that, if I have taken it for the 


| eight anda half months that are passed, I have 


earned it more than I shall earn it the next three 


| months, from December to the 4th of March. 


Yet gentlemen are willing to have it in that way, 
provided you put itin future. They are willing 
to give it a future operation, so as to get $3,000 
for the three months; but when you wish to go 


| back, and pay for past services for eight or nine 


months, they say 1t is objectionable. 
ing to consult the scruples and refinements of 
gentlemen. I am willing to accommodate myself 
to those who believe they can make one expla- 


| nation to the people and have a different opinion 
| of their own—I do not say they may not have 


| this opinion. 


Payment for past service I am 
willing to give up. I dwell very little on the sub- 


| jeet of how far it may profit me or this gentle- 


| Finance. 


| man or that gentleman, or how it may be regarded 
js our duty to go back to the proposition of the || 


in a popular peint of view. Iam here under the 
Constitution to exercise the power of saying 
what compensation shall be allowed, and ought 
to be allowed, in justice. I was perfectly will- 
ing to take the scheme of the Committee on 
I voted for it, though Ido not think it 
as good as the one proposed in this bill. Nor 
does this meet with my entire approbation; but 


rather than have a difficulty about it, I am per- 


| $800 or $900 on that account. 


fectly willing to say here that I will give up my 
I am willing to 


| concede something to the scruples of gentlemen 


| ment. 








| of the persons who hol 
| express scruples here, but maintain another idea 

As regards myself—l | 
do not mean to makeany boast about it—my rule | 


who have technical notions on the mode of pay- 


Mr. BAYARD. I should not have troubled 
the Senate again in this debate—I think they un- 


| derstand my position—but the honorable Senator 
I disagree with the Senator || 


from South Carolina, though he may not have 
intended it, seems to imply that I have been one 
one language here and 


before the people abroad. 


of action stands on my own sense of right. I 
always believe that if 
shall give no other reason to them under any cir- 
cumstances than I would give to the Senate of the 
United States; nota particle sooner than the hon- 
orable Senator from South Carolina, though I 
may not make as many professions about it as 
he does, 

Mr. BUTLER. [I make no professions. My 
made professions. 
made? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
tions on the motives of others. I think nobody 
could fail to understand the Senator’s intimation, 
that we hold one language here, and would hold 
another language to the people. 

Mr. BUTLER. I said no such thing. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I misunderstood you; 
that is all. 


Mr. BUTLER. You had better understand, | 


before you undertake to assume too much. The 
remark which I made was, that if the measure 
was intrinsically right, let us vote for it; but if 
gentlemen arapemes that achange would be more 
acceptable to the people, or more acceptable ac- 


cording to their notions in their appeal to the | 


people, I was willing to give up my notions, and 
concede to theirs. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I think the oply principle in 


this bill which can be observed, has been acted 


on in the vote just taken; and, therefore, I am | 


against the motion of the Senator from Delaware. 
I should have preferred, as a general rule, not 
that there ‘s any principle in it, that the compen- 
sation should be prospective. 1 think that is just; 
but, when we determine to pay this Congress, | 
see no reason in paying ourselves for one session 
and not for the other; and, therefore, though I 


voted for the motion to strike out, because it ex- | 


cluded the compensation for this Congress, I shall 
vote against the motion of the Senator from Dela- 
ware todivide it; because, if we can vote to pay 
compensation for one session of this Congress, 
we can vote it for two sessions. 


BE. 


[am will- | 


do that which I think to 
be right my constituents will sustain me in it. [ | 


} certain rate of pay. 


| day by day, as we had aright to do, the pay 
| would already have been received—the law would 


You made implied Mapas 


anythin 
Mr. AYARD. 
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which would not violate what seems to be a prin- 
ciple with some. At the beginning of the Gov- 
ernment, the Senators who sat for the first six 
years never could take pay unless they voted it 
to themselves. One third of this body go out on 
the 4th of March, and two thirds remain after- 
wards; so that, according to the argument of 
some Senators, the pay <an never be increased, 
inasmuch as a portion of the Senators will always 
be here to be benefited by their own vote. I see 
no difference, except in increasing the quantity 

I think my friend from Louisiana tripped in his 
argument. Lappreciate the motive; but it is only 
a question of an increase of pay. If his contract 
was with the people from the first day he took 
his seat, it continues to the last day of his term; 
it is an entire contract. He says itis a good 
contract until the law is changed. Very well. 
I admit that; but the law might be changed the 
next day after he came here; for the Constitution 
gives that power, and therefore there is nothing 
in that argument. Unless we vote money to our- 
selves we must postpone the operation of the 
bill until four years after the 4th of March, by 
which time there will have been new elections 
for seats in this body. I do not think that is 


| right. We are but one branch. There is a check 


on the other branch by postponing it to another 
session, when the people can be heard. They 
may check it by changing the House. That 
would be one security; and it would give them 
all necessary security. IL should prefer the bill 
in the original shape; but as that might be sup- 
posed ta be injustice to gentlemen equally enta- 
tled, though I voted to strike out the third section, 
I must vote against the amendment of my friend 
from Delaware, who I think is outside of all 
principle in the motion which he makes. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I do notintend to discuss 
this subject any further; but if I have failed to 
make myself understood, | wish a second time to 
state the proposition. The distinction to my 
mind is so obvious that | am utterly astonished 
that it does not strike everybody else. We have 
served up to this day in the Congress of the 
United States under a law; that law allows us a 
If we received our per diem 


have been executed. We have a right under the 
Constitution to fix our compensation. It has 
been fixed for us by our predecessors, and not 


|| changed to this hour. We have a right to cha 
friend from Delaware chooses to say that I have | 


What professions have I || new law operates. 


e 
it when we please, and when we do change it the 
Until it be changed the old 
law isin force. Now, up to this day the law has 
been in force which limited our compensation to 
eight dollars per diem of the session. If we 
change the law to-day, from this day forward the 
law will be different. Our contract with our 
constituency, our rights under the Constitution, 
point to the same measure; that is to say, the law 
as it stands when we come here, with a right in 
us to change the law prospectively. I hold that 
this Congress has the same right to vote me 


| $10,000 for my services during the last Congress, 


as it has to appropriate a dollar extra for any past 
time I have served during the present Congress. 
I have served in the present Congress under a 
law now in existence, and I have been paid under 
thatlaw. When the law changes, I shall receive 
whatever the new law may provide; but until the 
law is changed I have certainly no right to receive 
more than the old law provides. 
I have but a word in answer 
to the honorable Senator from Georgia. I stated 


|| -—if I did not I meant to state distinctly—that, in 
|| my opinion, it would have been wiser to have 
|| framed the bill originally in the Senate to apply 


to the next Congress; but the Senate of the Uni- 
| ted States, in the bill they passed, adopted a dif- 


|| ferent rule, and applied it to the present Congress 


| prospectively. f ‘thought the motion made to 
strike out the section in the House bill, so far as 


|| it affected the present Congress, was inconsistent 

Hi with the action of the body | 

|| had not been in accordance with my previous 

||jadgment. The honorable Senator from Louis- 

‘| Jana has explained so much better than I can the 
I see no difficulty about this matter. The Con- || distinction 

stitution has vested the power in Congress to vote || retrospective payment that I shal 

themselves a just compensation. It is impossible, || tion. 

unless gentlemen choose to take nothing, under | 


, though that action 


tween the case of ee and 
eave the ques- 


The amendment was rejected; there being, on 


some circumstances, to pass a compensation bill |! a division—ayes 13, noes 19. 
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Mr. IVERSON. I hope we shall now concur || Toombs, Trumbull, Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee— 


in the amendments of the House. 

Mr. SEWARD. On that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. I must with regret vote against 
the amendment, though I think the compensation 
ought to be increased; but I take a different view 


of it as it regards my own sense of right. I allow’) 


every other man to judge for himself according to 
his view, and impugn the motives of no one; but 
1 arm compelled to vote against the amendments 
of the House to the bill. 

The question being taken by oe and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Butler, Douglas, Dur- 
kee, Fish, Foster, Hale, Iverson, James, Jones of Iowa, 
Jones of Tennessee, Reid, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Trumbull, Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Big- 
ler, Bright, Cass, Clay, Collamer, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, 
Maron, Pugh, Seward, Slidell, Toombs, and Wade—18. 

So the amendments of the House were con- 
curred in. 


Mr. WELLER. I move now to resume the 
consideration of the civil appropriation bill. 


Mr. IVERSON. An amendment to this bill is || 
necessary, in consequence of the bill which has || 
just passed both Houses for the payment of | 


members of Congress. 


Mr. HUNTER. I voted against the House 


amendments to that bill because I did not like | 
them; but I am disposed to reconsider, and vote || 
with those gentlemen who voted for them, and || 


share the responsibility. I do not think the 


amendment sent down by the House is proper; || 
Iam, | 


but it is better than the old compensation. 
therefore, willing to move to reconsider the vote 
on the passage of the bill, so that I may vote 
with those gentlemen who passed it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope it may be reconsidered, 
and made unanimous. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope some gentleman who 
voted in the affirmative will move a reconsidera- 
tion. 

Mr. STUART. I will move a reconsideration. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hear one gentleman on the 


other side of the House say, that he wishes the || 


reconsideration in order that the vote may be 


made unanimous. I only desire to kiiow whether | 


we are to be expected to record our votes? 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not mean that those 
who think that any change is wrong should vote 
for it. I only meant to say that, although I could 
not vote for it as an amendment to the original 
bill, I was willing to vote for it as better than the 
old system. 

Mr. SEWARD. By unanimous consent, the 
Senator from Virginia may be allowed to change 
his vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ' That cannot 
be done under the rule. 

Mr. WELLBR. Let every Senator’s name 
be recorded, who will take the money. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now ison agreeing to the amendment of the 
House. 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. bAYARD. Iam perfectly willing to bear 
any responsibility, as regards the question of 
increase of compensation, and I should be willing 
to accede to the views of gentlemen, if I could. 
That is not the question which weighs with me; 
but, in my judgment, it is a question of power— 
of rightful legislation. I differ from other gen- 
tlemen. They cannot ask me to sacrifice that 
opinion. It is not with the view to any popular 
effect. Ido no weigh that a feather in my esti- 
mate; but it is my own judgment whether it 
applied to me, or any other person, or any other 


set of officers, that I think the principle of retro-, 


spective payment for service wrong. . 

Mr. HUNTER. I have attained my object, 
as far as 1 am concerned. I am willing that the 
motion should be withdrawn, that the Senate may 
go on with the appropriation bills. 

The question being taken by — and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesasrs. Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Bright, 
Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Douglas, Durkee, Fi Mave gel 


Hale, Hunter, Iverson, James, Jones of lowa, Jones of 
Tennessee, Mason, Reid, Stuart, ‘Thomson of New Jereey, 


YAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Cass, Clay, Collamer, 
Foot, Geyer, Houston, Pugh, Seward, Slidell, and Wade— 
12. 

So the amendments of the House were con- 
curred in. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill making 
srpeepeneene for certain civil expenses of the 
| Government for the year ending June 30, 1857. 
| Mr. IVERSON. I wish to offer an amend- 
| ment to make provision to pay the compensation 
| of members of Congress, under the bill which we 
| have just passed. 
| Mr. HUNTER. That bill is not a law yet. 
| It has not been signed by the President, and 
|| therefore it is not proper to propose the amend- 
ment, 
| Mr. IVERSON. That makes it a law. 
|| a law when the amendment is 

The fact that it is in the bill itself makes it a law. 
| Mr. STUART. I hope the chairman of the 
| Committee on Finance will not object, because it 
is evidently a bill which will be signed. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
| ment is, to insert at the end of the first section: 

For additional compensation and mileage of Senators for 
the present Congress, $178,128. 

For additional compensation and mileage of the mem- 
| bers of the House of Representatives and Delegates from 

Territories for the present Congress, $773,432. 

Mr. IVERSON. Thatis an appropriation for 
the whole Congress; for the next session, as well 
|| as the present session. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


It is 
ut on the bill. 





I desire to renew 


|| ington navy-yard. 


Having had consultation with 
the Committee on Naval Affairs on the subject, 
I think this is a proper time to make the com- 
pensation what it was by the act of 1854. My 
amendment is: 


ind be it further enacted, That the clerks, and others 
in the Washington navy-yard shall be entitled to the com- 


| ‘It is merely giving compensation as has been 
done for two years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment was ruled out of order before. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. But I have had 
the committee together, and it is recommended 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The question being taken, there was, on a 
division—ayes 13, noes 11; no quorum voting. 
| Mr. HUNTER. There is a quorum here. I 

— Senators will come in and vote. 
r. WELLER. May I not, with propriety, 
ask for a withdrawal of the amendment? 

Mr. BROWN and Mr. HUNTER called for 
the yeas and nays. 

r. BELL, of Tennessee. I will withdraw 
the amendment. Ido not know that I shall offer 
it again; but it is according to law, and is only 
declaratory. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave anamendment which 
is a very small matter, but yet an important one. 
By a law passed last year Illinois was divided 
into two judicial districts. The law required the 
records of one to be transcribed for the other, 
but did not provide compensation for that service. 
I have an amendment to this bill, prepared at the 
Department of the Interior, to accomplish that 
object: 

And be it further enacted, That the compensation of the 
clerk of the district and circuit courts of the United States 
for the southern district of Illinois, for transcribing certain 
records under the act of Congress, approved April 23, 1856, 
shall be the same as is authorized by the act of February 
26, 1853, concerning fees and costs for copying records and 
attending courts during their sitting. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is for paying a private 
claim. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir. The work may 
have been begun by this time, but it is not fin- 
ished. Last session the work was ordered to be 
done. The clerk has to go on and do it, but no 
| rovision has been made to pay him for area 
This amendment has been prepared by the De- 
partment of the Interior. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does it come from a com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then it is out of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir; it does not appro- 
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priate money. It merely provides for the moq 
of compensation. P 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amenq 
ment recommended by one of the standing com, 
mittees ? rae” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is not reported from 
standing committee, but comes from a De ce 
ment. It does not appropriate money. |r jg 
merely directing the mode of carrying out the 
existing law. I received it from the Department 
It was sent to me, and I was asked to offer it tg 
carry out an existing law. It is only two or three 
hundred dollars, perhaps, and the law requires 
these transcripts to be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate, whether 
the amendment shall be received. 

The amendment was received and adopted, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 
and the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. SEWARD. I now offer the amendment 
which I submitted in Committee of the Whole 
in relation to custom-houses, and ask for the yeas 
and nays upon it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I want to call the 
attention of my friends from Pennsylvania and 
Maryland to a fact in the appropriation bill which 
I have voted for, and which they have voted for, 
in this very bill. They all voted against allowin 
$50,000 to build a post office, custom-house, an 
court-house, in the capital of my State, and now 
on this very bill I find $378,000 appropriated for 
that specific purpose in the city of Philadelphia, 
in the State represented by my two friends from 
Pennsylvania. I find in the same bill $467,000 
appropriated for the same objects in the city of 
Baltimore. Now, the whole appropriation asked 
for all these places exceeds very little the isolated 
appropriation for the city of Baltimore alone, for 
the specific purpose of a court-house and post 
office. I ask my friends to tell me how they can 
reconcile it to themselves to appropriate these 
large amounts of money’for the very same objects 
in their towns, and refuse to appropriate them for 
others? ThatisallIl have tosay.  . 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall have a vote, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have but one word of 
answer to make, and it is this: these appropri- 
ations are made in pursuance of contracts; those 
contracts were made in pursuance of law passed 
by Congress. That is just what [ have asked to 
be done in the case of the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, so that we might know how 
much we were going to appropriate, where the 
site was to be, and what bind of building we were 
tg have. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My friend is mis- 
taken. He has not looked at his own appropri- 
ation. I can tell him the cases are ochannie alike. 
Ours is a recommendation by the same Depart- 
ment that recommended his. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. No, sir; in the appropri- 
ations for Philadelphia, I know there was a con- 
tract made by the Postmaster General and the 
Secretary of the Interior, in pursuance of law, 
and a copy of that contract is furnished here. 

Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee. Allow me to read 
him a part of his own bill: e 

‘¢ For the purpose of making alterations required in the 
building hereby authorized to be purchased of the Bank of 
Pennsylvania, to adapt it to the uses of a post-office in the 
city of Philadelphia, and to furnish the necessary cases and 
boxes for the same, $50,000.” 

That is no contract; it is a breach of centract. 

Mr. HUNTER. Allow me-to explain. I am 
anxious to get the question. There was a law 
which groviled that the President should make 
a provisional contraet, subject to the approval of 
Congress. He made the contract subject to the 
approval, and recommended Congress to ratify 


it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. For a part of it, 
and for the balance he did not. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall have the 
question. ; 

Mr. PRATT. That was the case in reference 
to Baltimore, undoubtedly. os Sah f of the last 
session, the President of the United States was 
directed to ascertain what location would be 
proper for such buildings in the city of Baltimore, 
at what price he could obtain them, and to report 
for the action of Congress at the present session. 
He did report, and a special bill was introduced 
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ae the purpose of carrying out the contract of || Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Can he do it 
the President. without the ee of a committee ? 
Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall have the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let it be read. 
nestion; it is half-past ten o’clock. The Secretary read it, as follows: 
q JONES, of Tennessee. I am for the That the President of the United States cause to be con- 


Mr. 
yestion, but not for fear of the gentleman. I 


appreciate the feelings of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. I say these cases are precisely the same. 
You have started a little earlier than we have, 
and we want to be even with you. You com- 
menced at the last session of Congress; we are 
commencing now. The Senator from Maryland 
will pardon me for saying that here ig an appro- 
priation for the further sum of $267,000, to ena- 
ile the President to purchase a lot and ground for 
a post-office in Baltimore. That is a new thing 
entirely. The point of the Senator from Mary- 
land makes no difference at all; for if it is a prin- 
ciple, it is one that is as applicable to Tennessee 
as to Maryland, whether you commenced last | 
ear or this. 

Mr. PRATT. It is not a new thing; it is only 
an appropriation to carry out an old thing. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the Senator 
from Virginia will not be ina hurry. I shall not 
detain the Senate, but I mean that my constitu- 
ents shall know how their rights are respected, 
and see that the legislation of this Senate is to 
give to one State a privilege, and deny to another 
State the same privilege. Whether you com- 
mence at the last session of Congress, or at this, 
if there is any principle in it, it is as applicable 
to the one as to the other. Here is a sum of 
over $200,000 in addition to that appropriated at 
the last session of Congress conditional on a 
contract being made by the President of the 
United States. I have voted for these proposi- 
tions, believing them to be right. Senators can 
vote as they please, but I intend that my constit- 
uents shall know how the vote stands. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I take it the argument of the 
Seflator from Tennessee does not need one word 
of reply. He says there are custom-houses and 
post offices in Philadelphia; therefore there ought 
to be in Knoxville. If that is his argument, let 
itstand. I vote forthem where they are wanted, 
and do not vote for them where they are not 
wanted. That is my argument. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not stand on 
the point made by the Senator from Georgia. 
That is immaterial. I say that, if 


| mended by a standing committee ? 





order. 


| dent’s veto, not on the custom-houses. 





ee — ap- 
sropriate money fora post office and court-house 
in Baltimore, you may make a similar appropri- 
ation for Knoxville. ‘Though the appropriations 
are not so large as in Baltimore, they are no more 
dissimilar than are the places. 

Mr. BIGLER. I voted against the proposition 
fora number of points in the United States— 
amongst the rest in the State of Tennessee. I 
was not prepared to decide as to all those points, 
whether it was necessary or right. I understood 
in addition that, as to some of the points, there 
had been no recommendation from the Depart- 
ment and no estimates. Now, I will say to the 
Senator from Tennessee, that I am perfectly pre- 
pared to vote for a bill preparatory to the pur- 
chase of property and the erection of the build- 
ings, as was adopted in regard to Philadelphia 
and Baltimore—a law authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to make the necessary examina- 
tion, and, if found advisable and necessary, to 
make contracts. I should feel it right to vote for 
an appropriation in that case, but at present I 
do not feel willing to vote for the amendment as 
proposed. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will inform the honorable 
Senator, that the provisions in this respect are 
the same as those of the acts of last year, and no 
money can be expended until the title is made 
good and a site obtained. 

Mr. BIGLER. Then 1 shall vote for them. 
] understood otherwise. ' 

Mr.SEWARD. There is nothing speculative. 
It is precisely the same. 

Mr. BIGLER. I understood that it was to 
appropriate money directly, without further ex- 
amination. F 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it the same amendment that 
we voted down before? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 


Mr. PUGH®™ I move toamend the amendment 
by adding—— 
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structed at Key West, Florida, a suitable building for the 
accommodation of the district court of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida, and that the sum of 
$8,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for this pur- 
pose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 


Mr. PUGH. It was recommended by the Judi- 
ciary Committee of the last Congress, and was 
passed by the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it recom- 


Mr. PUGH. It was recommended at the last 
session by the Judiciary Committee. ® 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is notin 


Mr. PUGH. I offer it as an amendment to this 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in 
order unless it is recommended by a committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BIGLER. I should like to have the amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is not in order now. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. My friend from Florida 
{[Mr. Yuvee] has forgotten that he made an ar- 
rangement to pair off with Governor Doper, of 
Wiscons®. e informed me that.he agreed to 
pair off. - 

Mr. YULEE. That was only on the Presi- 


Mr. SEWARD. But Governor Dopnee is 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, and 
has at heart very much this proposition. 

Mr. BIGLER. I find no such restriction as I 
had reference to in this amendment, and I shall 
vote in the negative. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 18; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Collamer , Douglas, 
Durkee, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, Houston, 
James, Jones of Iowa, Jones of ‘Tennessee, Pugh, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, and Wilson—2l1. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Clay, Hunter, Mallory, Pratt, Reid, 
Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, Wright, and Yulee—18. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to renew an amend- 
ment, which was offered this morning, to insert, 
after the appropriation for lighting Pennsylvania 
avenue: 

For erecting fifty lamp-posts and burners, and supplying 
the same with gas for one year, in High and Bridge streets, 
in Georgetown, District of Columbia, the same to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Mayor of said city, 
$2,500. 

Mr. HUNTER. We voted that down. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It came from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia at the last session 
and the sum of $3,000 was agreed to be appro- 
priated without opposition by the Senate, but it 
was lost inthe House. These streets are merely 
an extension of the avenue—a creek dividing the 
two cities—an ideal boundary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I rise to a privileged 
question. On the last vote taken by yeas and 
nays, I voted undera misapprehension. I thought 


it was a solitary question of a court-house for 
Nashville. I learn that it is an amendment ap- 
propriating over $600,000 for custom-houses and 
court-houses generally. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment was agreed to. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. I am very glad to see, by the 
vote just taken on this custom-house and postoffice 
amendment, that the Senate is disposed to treat 
the States alike; for I judge from the argument 
of my friend from Tennessee that that is the idea 
on which we are progressing. Now, sir, in carry- 
ing out that idea, I hope that my State will be 
treated precisely as Alabama has been. Under 
the same treaty under which you paid Alabama 
Mississippi claims, and inasmuch as’ you, have 
paid Alabama, I hope you will pay my State, the 
cases being precisely alike in all respects, and 

| arising precisely under the same treaty. I there- 
| fore renew the amendment which was rejected in 
Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. BAYARD called forthe yeas and nays. 
Mr. HUNTER. We can vote it down without 
them. 
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Mr. BROWN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Adams, Bright, Brown, Clay, Dougtas, 
Durkee, Harlan, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennes. ce, Mal 
lory, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Weller, 
Wright, and Yulee—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Sell of Tennessee, Benjamin, 
Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, Cass, Collamer, Fi<h, Foot, Pos 
ter, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Pratt, Reid, Slidell, Thomson 
of New Jersey, Toombs, Wade, and Wilson— 21. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


_ Mr. PUGH. Since offering my amendment 
it has been submitted to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and I now report it from that committee: 

That the President of the United States cause to be con- 
structed at Key West, Florida, a suitable building for the 
accommodation of the district court of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida; and that the sum of 
$8,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for this 
purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. I should like to 
know how the Senators from Florida voted on the 
custom-house amendment ? 

Mr. PUGH. This is for a small court-house. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. But I want to 
know whether the Senators from Florida recog- 
nize the principle or not, and whether they cou 
vote for it? 

Mr. MALLORY. 
question ? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. To know how I 

am going to vote in the first place; and in the next 
place, to learn whether you recognize the princi- 
ple, that Congress may appropriate money in that 
way. 
Mr. MALLORY. I am free to confess that 
the United States must furnish buildings for their 
courts. I will vote for this, because the United 
States are now paying rent for a building for this 
court-house. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I shall vote against 
this amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I wish now to move to take 
up the post office appropriation bill, and adjourn 
on it, so that it will be the special order he to- 
morrow. ; 

“Mr. WELLER. [ object tothat. I desire to 
move, in the morning, to take up the supplement- 
ary Army bill. 

r. SEWARD. I move an adjournment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest that we shall escape 
a oo deal of difficulty to-morrow about the 
order of business, by taking up the post office 
bill now. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to 

Mr. HUNTER. I now move tc take up the 
Post Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance will carry out his under- 
standing in relation to private bills. 

Mr. HUNTER. will say half past one 
o’clock for the oe bill to-morrow. 





What is the object of the 


Mr. WELLE e must have an executive 
session to-morrow. 

a I move to take up the Post 
Office Dill, and make it the special wre for one 


o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill (H.R. No. 315) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1857. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed to, and made 
the special order for to-morrow, at half past one 
o’clock. 

Mr. WELLER. 
journ. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


I move that the Senate ad- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripar, August 15, 1856. 
The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danier Waxpo. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
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Sp yewmres gees me as 


Bras = voces 


mitted by Mr. PenntneTon yesterday, to ae 
the rules to enable him to report a bill (H. R. 
No. 549) to regulate the diplomatic and consular 
systems of the United States. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BARCLAY. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report, from the Committet 
onthe Post Office and Post Roads,a bill to author- 
ize the Postmaster General to contract with Chris- 
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in order was the consideration of a motion, sub- || previous question long enough to allow me to | 


tian Hansen to carry the United States mail in | 


ocean steamers. from the city of New York to 
Gluekstadt, near Hamburg. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ‘1 object. 

Mr. BARCLAY. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion to suspend the rules is now pending. 

Mr. 'I'YSON, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported back a bill to 
regulate the compensation of certain officers of 
the revenue; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


It is not in order, as a mo- | 


Mr. T. also, from the same committee reported 


a bill to continue the Delaware breakwater, Del- 


aware; which was read a first and second time, | 


referred to the Commitiee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred; and also moved 
to luy the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FLAGLER. I ask the consent of the 


House to make a report from the Committee on | 
Printing, in reference to printing extra copies of | 


the report of the Committee of Ways and’ Means 
on the proposed reduction of the tariff. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 


Mr. FLAGLER. I move to suspend the rules. | 


The SPEAKER. 


The motion 1s not in order, 


as a motion to suspend the rules is already || 


pending. 


Mr. WHEELER. I call for the regular order 


of business. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SYSTEMS OF 
THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the | 


consideration of the motion to suspend the rules, 
made. by the gentleman from New Jersey, upon 
which the yeas and more have been ordered.« 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 119, nays 42; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, preetas Butfinton, Cadwala- 


der, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cum- 


| 


2) 


back, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, | 
Denver, Dick, Dickson, Dowdell, Durfee, Edmundson, Ed- | 
wards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Foster, | 


Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, 
Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Hick- 
man, Holloway, Thomas R, Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 


Howard, J. Glancy Jones, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, | 


Kunkal, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Mace, Maxwell, McCarty, | 


Millson, Millward, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Morde- 
eni Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pike, Porter, 
Richardson, Ritchie, Ruffin, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, William Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thurston, 
Podd, ‘Trafton, Underwood, Vail, Wade, Wakemen, Wal- 
mW, Watker, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu 
WwW 


ashburne, Watkins, Watson, Whitney, Winslow, | 


Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright—119. 
NAYS — Messsrs. Hendley 8. Bennett, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Craige 


| 


Damrell, Flagler, Goode, Thomas L. | 


Hiarris, Hoffman, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, | 


King, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, 
Matteson, McMullin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Perry, Phelps, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, Sage, Shorter, William R. Smith, Talbott, 
Taytor, Thormgton, Trippe, Valk, Waldron, Wheeler, Wil- 
diams, and John V. Wright—42. 

The rules being suspended, 

Mr. PENNINGTON reported back from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs a bill (H. R. No. 
549) to regulate the diplomatic and consular sys- 
tems of the United States. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question.was 
upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. The Committee on 
Foreign Affairs have reported several amend- 
ments to that bill, and I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ask the gentleman 
from New Jersey to withdraw his demand for the 


~ 


. 


} Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


| as little. 


| offer an amendment? 
Mr. PENNINGTON. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. 


second section of the bill, in the eighth line, by 


I will do so. 


| striking out the word ‘*two’’ and mserting the 


word * five,’’? so as to make it read ‘‘ For lega- 
tion to China. 
tary of legation shall not be acting as such, shall 


and move the previous question. 
Mr. EUSTiS. I ask the gentleman from New 


| Jersey to withdraw his call for the previous |} 


question in order that I may offer an amendment. 
My, PENNINGTON declined. 
MF. SEWARD. Does not this bill appropriate 


| money, and must it not therefore, under the rules, 


| be considered in the Committee of the Whole on | 


| the state of the Union? 
The SPEAKER. 
pended so that it may be considered at this time. 


Mr. MecMULLIN. 


er next? 
The SPEAKER. 
pending the previous question. 
Mr. MecMULLIN. 
| lay it on the table? 
The SPEAKER. 
| Mr. McMULLIN. 
the table, with a tiew to its being considered at 
| the commencement of next session. 


It is in order. 


The question was taken; and the motion was | 


' not agreed to, only twelve members voting there- 
for. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 
The question was first taken on Mr. H. Mar- 
SHALL’s amendment; and it was agreed to. 
The amendments reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to perfect the bill, were sev- 
erally read and agreed to. 


| grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

I think that there 
| anything about this bill, and therefore I want 
|| the yeas and nays on its passage. We got into 

| a difficulty two years ago in reference to this 
1 matter, by passing a bill that nobody knew any- 
'| thing about; and now, in order to remedy that, 
| we are passing a bill about which we know quite 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| The question was taken; and it was decided in 
| the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 56; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Barbour, Hendley 8S. | 


Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Buffinton, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, John 
P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cullen, Cumback, 


Damrell, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, | 


Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dowdell, Edie, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller; Galloway, 
| Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, J. 
| Morrison Harris, Harrison, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas 
| R. Horton, Howard, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Lake, 
Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, Millson, Morrill, 
Mordecai- Oliver, Parker,. Pearee, Pelton, Pennington, 
Porter, Powell, Pringle, Ricaud, Ritchie, Roberts, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, Swope, Thorington, Traf- 
ton, Vail, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Warner, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Watson, Welch, Whitney, 
Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, and Daniel 8. Wright—103. 
NAYS—Messrs. Barclay, Henry Bennett, Boyce, Bren- 
| ton, Brooks, Burnett, Carlile, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Denver, Dodd, Emrie, Flagler, Grow, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hoffman, Valentine B, Horton, Hous- 
ton, Hughston, George W. Jones, Knox, Leiter, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Killian Miller, Smith Miller, “Morgan, Mott, Andrew 
Oliver, Orr, Perry, Phelps, Pike, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, 
Richardson, Rivers, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, 
Todd, Waldron, Ellibu B. Washburne, Watkins, and 
Wheeler—56. 


So the bill was passed. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD stated that he had paired 
off on this bill with Mr. Ciiveman, otherwise he 
should have voted no. 


TARIFF REPORT. 


Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, made a report upon the proposition to print 
extra copies of the report of the Committee-of 


I move to amend the 


| 


|| bers of the House of Representatives, fifty thousand 
An interpreter, when the seere- || _ | ( 
|| tion upon the adoption of the reso 


be entitled to compensation at the rate of $4,000. | 
Mr. PENNINGTON. lLaccept the amendment } 


The rules have been sus- | 


Is itin order to move to | 
eae the consideration of this bill to Decem- | 


That motion is not in order | 


Is it in order to move to | 


Then I mov o lay it on 


—. 


Ways and Means relative to the duties on j 

ports, stating that the cost of printing fifty thee 
' sand extra copies would be $1,785 87, accon a 

nied with the following resolution: = 


Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Mem 


| of said report. Copies 
revious ques. 
ution, 
The previous en was seconded, and thp 
main question ordered; and, under the operatio, 
thereof, the resolution was adopted. , 
Mr. FLAGLER moved to reconsider the yo, 
by which the resolution was adopted; and ‘ale, 
/moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid ie 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to, 


EMORY’S REPORT. 


__ Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on Print 
ing, made a report on the proposition to print 
extra copies of Major Emory’s report of the syp. 
| vey of the boundary between the United States 
/ and Mexico, stating that the cost of printing extr, 
copies of the work would be three dollars per 
| copy, and accompanied by the following regojy. 
| tion: 
Resolved, That there be printed, for distribution by the 
| members of the House, ten thousand copies of said report. 
The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. FLAGLER moved to reconsider the yote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and algo 
| moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
| table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Mr. FLAGLER demanded the P 


' 





are very few gentlemen in this House who know | 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
| Assury Dickrns, their Secretary, announcing tha 
the Senate had disagreed to the amendments of 
| the House to the amendments of the Senate to the 
] bill of the House (No, 202) making appropria- 
| tions for the legislative, executive, and jodie 
expenses of the Government for the year egding 
June 30, 1857; and had insisted upon the amend- 
' ments to the said bill disagreed to by the House; 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the said 
| bill. ° 

That the Senate had concurred in the amend- 
ments of the House to the amendments of the 
Senate to the Indian appropriation bill, but had 
insisted on their amendments disagreed to by the 
House and asked for a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the said bill. 

And also requesting the return of Senate bill 
(No. 317) for the relief of William Chase. 

By unanimous consent, the request of the Senate 
for the return of the bill for the relief of William 
Chase was acceded to, and the said bill ordered 
to be returned. 


AMERICAN STATE PAPERS. 


Mr. STEPHENS. . I have a resolution which 
I propose to the House, and ask general consent 
| to have it considered at this time. It is a joint 
resolution authorizing the republication of the 
American State papers, which are now out of 
print. I ask that it may be read. 

The joint resolution was read, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL demanded the yeas and 





nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. As the yeas and nays 
_have been ordered upon ‘the motion to suspend 
the rules, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia a question. I notice that the resolution 
rovides for the republication of the American 
tate papers, and also for bringing the History 
of Congress down to the close of the present Con- 
ress. I desire to know what will be the probe- 
le ¢ost of the publication of these documents‘ 

Mr. STEPHENS. I donot know what will 
be the probable cost. . Two thousand copies are 
ordered to be printed. It is a matter of contract, 
but the amount cannot go beyond ten dollars per 
volume. ’ ’ 

I look at the importance of the work that Is t0 
be printed rather than its cost. We have spent 
more for the ordinary printing than the entire 
publication of this work will cost. There 1s not 
a single copy of the first series to be had in our 
library. ‘ a 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman fails 
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“omt{ 
wrt papers are ordered; and then the Clerk of 
of sal 


‘nie House and the Secretary of the Senate are 
‘--eted to continue certain other publications. 
uld like to know whether they are hundreds 
thousands, for I have no information on the 


dire’ 
lw 


or aL ea 
subject, if these other publications are to be 
orde re d ; 


Mr. STEPHENS. It is only for a continua- 
tion of the State Papers proper. The first series 
was ordered to be printed in 1831, L believe. Since 
that time there has been nd compilation or publi- 
cation of these valuable documents. The orgeet 
of the resolution Is to have a reprint of the 
series, and to continue the work. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. How many volumes? 

Mr. STEPHENS. The first series was limited 
o twenty. 

Ou, KELSEY. 
under the rales, goes to the Joint Committee on 
Printing? 

The SPEAKER. 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. KELSEY. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, but 
suggestions are allowed. 

Mr.McMULLIN. I hope the gentleman from 
Georgia will, when the resolution is introduced, 
accept an amendment that it be referred to the 


Then debate is not in order. | 


rst | 


THE 


eds ont 
wrehend my question. Two thousand copies 


I suppose this resolution, | 


There is a motion pending | 


Committee on Printing, to take into considera- | 
tion the expediency of publishing the work, and 


to report at the next session of Congress. 


Mr. SEWARD. I object to debate. 


I have 


been trying for ten days past to get up a matter 


of some importance, and without success. 

The SPEAKER. 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I presume no member 
wants to vote otherwise than understandingly on 
this question. A friend of mine makes a compu- 
tation that it will cost $400,000 to pay for the 
number of copies stated. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to debate. 

The question was taken on Mr. Strepuens’s 


motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas || 


70, nays 107; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Hendley 5S. Bennett, 
Billinghurst, Bishop, Bowie, Boyce, Buffinton, James H. 
Campbell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D.Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Comins, Henry Winter 
Davis, Timothy Davis, Dick, Edmundson, Etheridge, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florerce, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilbert. Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 


Debate is not in order on a | 


J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Knapp, Knight, Kunkel, | 


Lake, Samuel S$. Marshal!, Matteson, Millward, Moore, 
Mott, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Porter, Purviance, Quit- 
man, Ricaud, Ritchie, Roberts, Scott, Seward, Samuel A. 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Trafton, Tyson, Walker, 
Warner, Israel] Washburn, Watson, Wells, Woodruff, and 
Daniel B, Wright—70. 


NAYS—Messrs. ADE, Allison, Henry Bennett, Ben- |; 
shaw, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, | 


son, Bliss, Bocock, Bra 


Broom, Burnett, Carlile, Ezra Clark, Clingman, Howell | 


Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Craige, Cul- 
len, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Denver, Dickson, Dodd, 
Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Elliott, Emrie, English, 


Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Greenwood, Harlan, | 


J. Morrison Harris, Herbert, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, Kelsey, King, 
Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin Mace, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, McCarty, McMallin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Mordecai 
Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Phelps, Pike, Pringle, Puryear, 
Ready, Ruffin, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Sher- 
man, Shorter, Simmons, William R- Smith, Sneed, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Talbott, Taylor, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Watkins, Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, Wood, 
Woodworth, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—108. 


the purpose indicated. 


A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by his Private 
Secretary, Sipvey Wesster, Esq. 


CAPITOL EXTENSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting, with a communication of the Sec- 
retary of War, a letter from Captain Meigs, 
superintendent of the Capitol extension, Post 

fice extension, &c., concerning an error in his 
former letter on the plan of the Capitol exten- 
sion; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the select committee Lacing charge of 
the subject, and ordered to be printed. 


PERSONAI@EXPLANATION. 
Mr. RENSON obtained the floor. 


| 
| 
| 


— 


| 
| 





Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. A speech has been published 
as having been delivered on this floor, on the 6th 
of August last. It purports to have been deliv- 
ered by the Hon. Russet. Sacer, of New York. 
[ will read an extract from that speech, propound 
an interrogatory to the gentleman, and then put 
myself right. The extract is as follows: 

* Soon after the commencement of the present session 
of Congress, and before the election of Speaker, a member 
of this House [Mr. Rust] assaulted and beat Horace Gree- 
ley with a cane. A few days later, another member of this 
House [ex-Governor Smith, of Virginia) had a street fight 
with the editor of the-Star, (Mr. Wallach.) Next in order 
is the murder of Keating by a member of this House, [Mr. 
Herbert,} and the assau!t of Sumner, by Messrs. Brooks 
and Keitt, of which I have heretofore spoken.” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the extract does not involve such a question 
of privilege as will supersede the ordinary busi- 
ness of the House. 

Mr. SMITH. I ask the House to allow me to 
put myself right. 

Mr. FLAGLER. [I object. 

Mr. SMITH. Here is a publication which 
purports to be a speech delivered on this floor. 

Mr. MORGAN and others objected to debate. 

Mr. SMITH. Here is what purports to be a 
part of the proceedings of this Have. Now I 
wish to ask the gentleman from New York if he 
delivered this speech ? 


Mr. SAGE. I did. 


The SPEAKER. The matter does not involve | 


| a question of privilege. 


Mr. SMITH. I understand the gentleman 
from New York to say.that he delivered the 
speech upon this floor. If that be so I have the 
rizht 

“The SPEAKER. That fact does not change 
the nature of the question. 

Mr. SMITH. I ask to be permitted to make 
a personal explanation? 

Mr. FLAGLER and others objected. 

Mr. SMITH. Then I move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. Benson] has the floor. 

Mr. BENSON. I decline to yield it for that 





purpose. 


Mr. STEPHENS. 


I trust the gentleman from 


| Virginia will allow us to proceed with the regular 


| I rise to a privileged question. 


i 
| 
order of business. 
} 
4 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, 
It isthis: on the 
2d of August, 1856, the gentleman from Ohio 


| [Mr. Wane] was pleased to deliver himself of 


| a speech upon this floor upon the very exciting 


subject of slavery. During the course of his 
remarks, I had the honor to obtain the floor, and 
propose certain interrogatories to him in connec- 
tion with his remarks upon that subject. The re- 


| porter, asis usual for him todo, gave the honorable 


gentleman from Ohio the notes for the purpose of 
correction. This morning, to my great surprise, 
in looking over the Globe that contains the gen- 
tleman’s*speech, I find the interrogatories which 
I had the honor to propound, and the remarks 


colleague, [Mr. Wricur,] have all been excluded 
in the publication of the gentleman’s speech, in 
their proper connection. Now, sir, I desire to 


| 
thereon, as well as the remarks submitted by my 
| 


' faets which he 


| Mr. HOUSTON. 


state that, if the gentleman shall have so far 
omitted the duty he owes to others upon this floor 
as to su Pe any portion of the official debates 
of this 


had the honor of submitting in their proper con- 
nection, Iam compelled, in justice to myself, to 
say, that I shall be constrained to ar 
such a course of procedure, and call for th 
lication of the debate as it actually took place. 
‘ The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
the facts do not involve a question of privilege. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. ask what 
is the regular order of business ? 
Mr. BENNETT. Lask the Chair whether itis 
not my right to be reported upon this floor?g , 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not enti- 
tled to make a personal explanation upon the 
fas stated, except by general 
consent. 
I rise to a question of order. 
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Mississippi, that one member of this House has 
so far forgotten himself, and what is due to his 
colleagues, as to suppress a part of the debates of 
this House, he is equally guilty as if he were to 
assert what is false. He suppresses a part of 
the official proceedings of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I call the gentle- 
man to order. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I 
question of order. 


The SPEAKER. 





a a ee 


am now presenting a 


The Chair is of opinion that 


| the matter cannot be entertained as a question of 


ouse, by causing his own remarks to | 


So the House refused to suspend the rules for || be published and suppressing what other members 


e pub- | 


I undérstand the reporting done in this House to | 


be a part of the official proceedings of the House; 


eee Certainly no error in the Globe has 
een entertained by the House, at any past ses- 


| sion, as a privileged question, to interrupt the 


| 


business of the House. 


Mr. HOUSTON. But the gentleman from 


Mississippi states that a portion of the official 


rroceedings have been suppressed, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is not in order. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I then appeal from the de- 


| cision of the Chair, for the purpose of presenting 


the point to the Speaker. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I call the gentle- 


|; Man to order. 


} Matter is nota question of privilege. 


| 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
From that 
decision the gentleman from Alabama appeals. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I simply desire to present 
my point of order to the Speaker. I do it under 
an appeal, and if the Speaker decides against me 
I shall be content. My point is, that the official 


.reports which are made by she gentlemen who 


are employed for that purpose, are a part of the 


| business of the House—made official by our own 


legislation—and it is the duty of the reporters, 
and the duty of the House, to see that that which 
does occur here is reported prop: rly, fairly, and 
fully. And if one member of this body shall rise 
in his place, and state that part of the official 
ae of the House have been suppressed 
yy another member of the body, I ask the Chair 
whether it is not a question of privilege? We 
Bhould see that the official proceedings of this 


| House, as recorded by the reporters, have the 


same accuracy, if not the same sanctity, as the 
record of our proceedings which is entered upen 
the Journal. The object of the publication of eur 
proceedings inthe Globe is, that everything which 
is said here may go to the country; and if one 
member sees fit to inject, as it were, a few words 
into the speech of another member, that becomes 
part of the proceedings; and if it be a part of the 


| proceedings, it. must go upon the official reports; 


and being a part of the official proceedings, it 
cannot be suppressed. 

| do not pretend to say anything in reference to 
the facts of this ease, but simply speak to the 


| question of order presented by the gentleman 


from Mississippi. [ now withdraw my appeal. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dickuns, their Secretary, informing the 


the following titles; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House: 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 41) in relation to 
Indian depredations in New Mexico; and 

A resolution (S. R. No. 40) providing forascer- 
taining the relative value of the coinage of the 
United States and Great Britain, and fixing the 
relative value of the unitary coins of the two 
countries. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. BENSON. 
of the House 

Mr. WADE. I would ask the gentleman from 
Maine to give me two minutes to reply to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. I do not want more 


I ask the unanimous consent 








than that. 

Mr. BENSON. I ¢annot yield. T ask consent 
to report from the Committee on Naval Affairs a 
bill (S. No. 193) to amend an act entitled **An 
act to promote the efficiency of the Navy.”’ 

Mr. PHELPS. I have no objection to report- 
ing’ bills at the end of the session, and putting 
them upon the Calendar; but I do object to their 


and if it be true, as alleged by the gentleman from |\ being reported at this late day of the session, for 


House that the Senate had passed resolutions of 
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the purpose of getting them before the House, 
and putting them upon their passage. 

Mr. BENSON. Ido not wish to report the 
bill for the purpose of putting it upon its passage; 


but to ask that the bill and the majority and mi- | 
that the bill | 


nority reports may be printed, an 
may c recommitted to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. I move a suspension of the rules. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. WADE. I rise to explain the trouble 


which the gentleman from Mississippi seems to | 
have encountered in relation to the publication of 


my speech 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) 
order, and cannot be done without unanimous 
consent. 

Several Memsers objected. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. 


I ask the unanimous 


1] 


| 
} 
| 


| 
| 
Vi 
| 


It is not in | 


| LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL—AGAIN. 


pend the rules; and it was decided in the nega- 
. tive—yeas 69, nays 92; as follows: 
consent of the House.to have the Committee of || 


the Whole on the state of the Union discharged || 
from the further consideration of House bill No. | 


540, to enlarge and improve the Louisville and 


Portland canal, and that it be put upon,its pas- | 


sage. 

Mr. WADE. I object. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
suspended for that purpose- 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
bill. 

The bill was read. 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purpose of improving the 
Louisville and Portland canal in the manner fol- 
lowing, to wit: the canal as it now exists to be 
widened, so that it shall be eighty feet wide in 
the water-way, and its channel-depth increased to 


| Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Morgan, Mott, 
I move that the rules be | 


I call for the reading of the | 


It appropriates $500,000 | 


| Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, 


the extent of two feet; the three locks at the foot || 
to be made into two, with a width of not less || 


than eighty feet; and two basins to be formed in 


feet wide, and four hundred feet long. here 


shall also be made a branch to said canal of width | 


and depth corresponding with the residue when | 


improved as above provided, which shall leave 


the present canal at the dry-dock, and enter the | 
river below the Rocks, near the foot of Sandy || 
island; which branch canal shall be furnished | 


with two lift-locks at the foot eighty feet wide, | 

and four hundred feet long. There shall also be 
laced at the head of the canal a proper guard- || 
ock and gates, and along.its line three draw or | 


other bridges: provided, however, that the im- 
provements proposed shall be made in such man- 


ner as to cause the least possible interruption to || 
the navigation of the canal whilst they are in || 


progress. 
Mr. CRAIGE. I rise to a question of order. 
I believe that we have a rule that no bil! shall be 


considered within the last three days of the ses- | 
sion, unless it shall have passed one branch of || 


Congress. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that | 


the rule does not apply on this day. 

Mr. CRAIGE. ‘To-day is certainly within the 
last three days of the session. 

The SPEAKER. Congress is to adjourn on 
Monday. 

Mr. CRAIGE. There are only two working 
days from to-day. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
the rule does not apply on this-day. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL called for the yeas and 


nays on his motion. 


r. EDIE called for tellers on the yeas and | 


nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bocock and 
Simmons were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


ayes thirty-five. So the yeas and nays were | 


ordered. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL— 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Before proceeding to 
call the yeas and nays, | ask that the appropria- 
tion bill (No, 202) returned from the Senate with 
the disagreeing votes between the two Houses, be 
taken from the Speaker’s table; and I move that 
the House insist upon its former action, and that 
it appoint a committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 





t 


| 
| 





| 
| 


| conference. 


| Dickson, Edie, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, 


|| Miller, Millson, Moore, Morrill, Murray. Orr, Pelton, Perry, 

the canal, (for the purpose of permitting boats to || = - tA > ian 
|| didge, Scott, Sherman, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 

8 ot less oO , “five || »° “a. y > F 1." i : i 

pas »)n t less than one hundred and seventy-five || R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Tappan, Trippe, 

| Vail, Valk, Wade, Waldron, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 


There being no objection, the motion was | 
agreed to; and Messrs. Coss, of Georgia, Gip- 
pines, and KunkeL, were appointed such com- 
mittee of conference on the part of the House. 

' 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—COMMITTEE 


OF CONFERENCE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I have 
a similar motion to make in reference to the In- 
dian appropriation bill. I move that the House 
insist upon its action; and appoint a committee of 


There being no objection, the motion was 
agreed to; and Messrs. Campse.t, of Ohio, Orr, 
and PrinGLe, were appointed such committee of 
conference on the part of the House. | 


The question was taken on the motion to sus- 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Henry Bennett, 
Benson, Bishop, Bradshaw, Broom, Buffinton, James H. | 
Campbell, Jobn P. Campbell, Bayard Clarke, Comins, | 
Covode, Cox, Cragin, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Dick, 


Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Granger, J. Morrison Harris, 
Herbert, Hoffman, Knight, Kunkel, Lake, Alexander K. 


Audrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Porter, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, 
Sapp, Seward, Simmons, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Swope, Todd, Tyson, Underwood, Cadwalader C. | 
Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Wells, W@hitney, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—69. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Billinghurst, Bliss, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Ezra Clark, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Cullen, 
Cumback, Dean, Dodd, &dmundson, English, Faulkner, | 
Flagler, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, 
Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, Harrison, Hickman, Holloway, | 





Hughston, George W. Jones, Kelsey, Kidwell, Knapp, 
Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel 8. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, McMuliin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith 


Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, Sage, San- 


Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and John V. Wright—92. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. | 





NAVY DEPOT ON BLYTHE ISLAND, GEORGIA. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of discharging the Committee of | 


| the Whole on the state of the Union from the | 


further consideration of House bill No. 301, | 
authorizing the establishing of a Navy depot on 


| Blythe Island, at Brunswick, on the coast of 
| Georgia, and for other purposes. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Batu and 
RicHarpson were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 


| ported—ayes 106, noes 35. 


So the rules were suspended, two thirds having 
voted in favor thereof, and the bill was taken up 
for consideration. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the President 
of the United States to purchase a site fora Navy 
depot on Blythe Island, on the coast of Georgia, 


| and to erect such buildings and make such im- 


provements as may be necessary for the repair 
of United States vessels of war, and afford oma 
therefor, and appropriates the sum of $200,000 
for effecting that object. 

Mr. SEWARD. As the previous question is 
of more force than a speech, at this period of the 
session, I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. oI 

r. SEWARD. I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 
’ qr previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. : 

Mr. BOCOCK. I want to record myself against 
the policy of establishing more navy-yards, and 
I therefore call for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 106, nays 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Henry Bennett, Hendley 8. Ben- 
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| 
| 


| 


| Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thurstor 


August 15, 
24; Benson, Dibeh, Bint Reed bese 1 
nett, Benson, Bis! e w 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke 
son, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. Ww’ ea" 
Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Davidson, Hen Winter po’ 
Timothy Davis, Denver, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdar 
Edie, Edwards. Eustis, Evans, Flurence, Foster nee 
M. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, J. Morrison He 
ris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. Hortoy 
entine B. Horton, Howard, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennet, k,.. 
Knight, Knowlton, Kunkel, Lake, Lumpkin, Mace. Haw’ 
phrey Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, Millwar 
organ, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Morde " 
Oliver, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Porter, Pringle, Purvianee 
Puryear, Quitman, Ricaud, Roberts, Sage, Sapdidge San’ 
Scott, Seward, Simmons, Samuel A. Sm Wine” 


ZA ha : h, Wit: 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stephens 


ehry 


7 
Underwood, Valk, Wakeman, Warner, Ellihy Bw 


burne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Wel)s Wh 
ney, Williams, Winslow, and Zollicoffer—106, 7” 
AYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Boeoo, 
Branch, Burnett, James H. Campbell, Ezra Clark, Cojj,,’ 
Comins, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Durfee, Edmundson’ 
Etheridge, Faulkner, Flagler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Git’ 
dings, Goode, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Sees. 
ton, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Knapp, Knox, Samye) g 
Marshall, MeMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrill, Parker 
Phelps, Pike, Powell, Ritchie, Ruffin, Shorter, Stanton’ 
Todd, ‘Trafton, Vail, Wade, Waldron, Welch, Wheeler 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright—;4’ 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. SEWARD moved to reconsider the yot 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved (o 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; whic} 
latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. ORR. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take from the Speaker’s table the 
bill from the Senate (No. 398) to regulate ihe 
compensation of members of Congress. 

Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. COLFAX, Mr. MAT. 
TESON, and others, objected. 

Mr. ORR. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COLFAX. I demand the yeas and nays 

upon that motion. F 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. CAMPBEL ,of Ohio. 1 ask the gentle. 
man from South Carolina to allow me to have an 
amendment read, which I propose to offer to the 
bill at the proper time. 

Objection was made. 

The question was then taken; and the rules 
were suspended, (two thirds voting in favor 
thereof.) 

The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
and read a first and second time by its title. The 
question then being on ordering it to a third 
reading, 

Mr. ORR offered the following, as a substitute 
for the Senate bill: 


That the compensation of each Senator, Representative, 
and Delegate in Congress, shall be $6,000 for each Cungress, 
and mileage as now provided by law for two sessions only, 
to be paid in manner following, to wit: ou the first day of 
each regular session each Senator, Representative, and 
Delegate shall receive his mileage for one session ; and on 
the first day of each month thereafter, during sucli session, 
compensation at the rate of $3,000 per annum during the 
continuance of such session; and at the end of such session, 
he shall receive the residue of his salary due to him at such 
time at the rate aforesaid still unpaid ; and at the beginning 
of the second regular session of the Congress, each Senator, 
Representative, and Delegate shall receive his mileage for 
such second session, and monthly, during such session, 
compensation at the rate of $3,000 per annum till the 4th 
day of March terminating the Congress, and on that day 
each Senator, Representative, and Betonete shall be enti- 
tled to receive any balance of the $6,000 not theretolore 
paid in the said monthly installments as above directed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the Senate pro tempore, when there shall be no Vice Pres- 
ident, or the Vice President shall have become President 
of the United States, shall receive the compensation pro- 
vided by law for the Vice President; and the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives shall receive double the com- 
pensation above provided for Representatives, payable al 
the times and in the manner above provided for payment 
of the compensation of Representatives. 

Sec. 3. nd be it further enacted, That, this law shall 
apply to the present Congress; and each Senator, Repre- 
sentative, and Delegate shall be entitled to receive the 
difference only between their per diem compensation 4- 
ready received under the law now in force, and the com- 
pensation provided by this act. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in the event of 
the death of any Senator, Representative, or Delegate, 
prior to the commencement of the first session of the Cou- 
gress, he shall be neither entitled to mileage nor compenst- 
tion ; and in the event of death after the commencement ¢ 
any session, his representatives shall be entitled to receive 
so much of his compensation, computed at the rate of $3, 
per annum, as he may not have received, and any mileage 
that may have actually accrued and be due and unpaid. 

Sec. 5. And be it enacted, That if any books shal 
hereafter be ordered to, and received by, members of Con 
gress, by a resolution of either or both Houses of Congres*; 
the price paid for the same shall be deducted fiom the com 

nsation hereinbefore for such member or mem 

rs: Provided, however, That this shall not extend to 
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